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FILE  NO, 


051018 


ORDINANCE  NO 


[Memorandum  of  Understanding.] 

Ordinance  adopting  and  implementing  Amendment  No.  1  to  the  Memorandum  of 
Understanding  between  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  the  Municipal 
Executives'  Association  (Police),  by  extending  the  term  ot  Agreement  to  June  30.  2007. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1 .  The  Board  of  Supervisors  hereby  adopts  and  implements  Amendment  No.  1 
to  the  Memorandum  of  Understanding  between  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  the 
Municipal  Executives'  Association  (Police),  by  extending  the  term  of  Agreement  to  June  30. 
2007. 

The  amendment  to  the  Memorandum  of  Understanding  so  implemented  is  on  file  in  the 

office  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  m  Board  File  No.  .___PAi0i8_  . 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA.  City  Attorney 
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MAYOR  GAVIN  NEWSOM 
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SAN  FRANCISCC 
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City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Tails 
Ordinance 


San  Fnncisco.  CA  94l02-46«9 


File  Number:       051018  Date  Passed: 

Ordinance  adopting  and  implementing  Amendment  No.  1  to  the  Memorandum  of  Understanding 
between  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  the  Municipal  Executives'  Association  (Police),  oy 
extending  the  term  of  Agreement  to  June  30,  2007. 


June  21,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Ma,  McGoldrick, 
Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
Excused:  1  -  Maxwell 

June  28,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINAJLLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  11  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Ma.  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  I  Pnnted  ct  I0:0f>  AM  o 


File  No.  051018  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  June  28,  2005  by 
the  Board  of  SuiKTvLsors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 


Date  Approved 


File  No.  051018 


CUy  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
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FILE  NO.  051019 


ORDINANCE  NO. 


[Memorandum  of  Understanding.] 

Ordinance  adopting  and  implementing  Amendment  No.  2  to  the  Memorandum  of 
Understanding  between  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  the  Union  of 
American  Physicians  and  Dentists  (Unit  8-CC),  by  implementing  an  increased  Child 
Psychiatric  premium,  to  be  effective  July  1,  2005. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  The  Board  of  Supervisors  hereby  adopts  and  implements  Amendment  No.  2 
to  the  Memorandum  of  Understanding  between  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  the 
Union  of  American  Physicians  and  Dentists  (Unit  8-CC),  by  implem.enting  an  increased  Child 
Psychiatric  premium,  to  be  effective  July  1 ,  2005. 

The  amendment  to  the  Memoranduni  of  Understanding  so  !ir".,iiemented  is  on  file  in  the 
office  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  Board  File  No.  05l0l.9_ . 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


ELIZABETH  S.  SALVESON 
Chief  Labor  Attorney 
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City  Hall 
1  Dr  Cartton  B.  GoaUeU  PUce 
San  Praocisco.  CA  94I02-46S9 


File  Number:       051019  Date  Passed: 

Ordinance  adopting  and  implementing  Amendment  No.  2  to  tl-ie  Memorandum  of  Understanding 
between  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  tiie  Union  of  American  Piiysicians  and  Dentists 
(Unit8-CC),  by  implementing  an  increased  Child  Psychiatric  premium,  to  be  effective  July  1,  2005. 

June  21,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty.  Elsbcmd,  Ma,  McGoldrick. 
Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
Excused:  1  -  Maxwell 

June  28,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  11  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Ma,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 


City  and  County  of  San  Fra 


File  No.  05 1019  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  June  28,  2005  by 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 


File  No.  051019 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Tails  Report 
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FILE  NO. 


051020 


ORDINANCE  NO. 


[Memorandum  of  Understanding.] 

Ordinance  adopting  and  implementing  Amendment  No.  2  to  the  Memorandum  of 
Understanding  between  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  the  Union  of 
American  Physicians  and  Dentists  (Unit  11-AA),  by  implementing  increased  Psychiatric 
and  Child  Pyschiatric  premiums,  to  be  effective  July  1,  2005. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Franciscc: 
Section  1.  The  Board  of  Super\/isors  hereby  adopts  and  implements  Amendment  No.  2 
to  the  Memorandum  of  Understanding  between  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  the 
Union  of  American  Physicians  and  Dentists  (Unit  11-AA),  by  implementing  Psychiatric  and 
Child  Pyschiatric  premiums,  to  be  effective  July  1 ,  2005. 

The  amendment  to  the  Memorandum  of  Understanding  so  implemented  is  on  file  in  the 
office  of  the  Board  of  Supen/isors  in  Board  File  No.  051020 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


DOCUMENTS  DEPT. 


MAYOR  GAVIN  NEWSOM 


JUL  1  9  2005 
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City  Hall 
I  Dr.  Carlton  B  Ckxxllea  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 


Ordinance 


File  Number: 


051020 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  adopting  and  implementing  Amendment  No.  2  to  the  Memorandum  of  Understanding 
between  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  the  Union  of  American  Physicians  and  Dentists 
(Unit  11 -AA),  by  implementing  increased  Psychiatric  and  Child  Pyschiatric  premiums,  to  be  effective 
July  1 . 2005. 


June  21,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 


Ayes:  10  -  AJioto-Pier,  Ainmiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Ma,  McGoldrick, 
Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
Excused:  1  -  Maxwell 


June  28,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  11  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Ma,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 


CUy  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


I 


Printed  ai  lOiOS  ASi  on  O-  Mi  OS 


File  No.  051020  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  June  28,  2005  h> 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 


Date  Approved 


File  No.  051020 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
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FILE  NO. 


051021 


ORDINANCE  NO 


[Memorandum  of  Understanding.] 

Ordinance  adopting  and  implementing  Amendment  No.  2  to  the  Memorandum  of 
Understanding  between  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  the  Service 
Employees  International  Union,  Locals  250,  535  and  790.  by  implementing  additional 
compensation  and  premium  pay,  to  be  eflective  July  1.  2005. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco- 
Section  1 .  The  Board  of  Supervisors  hereby  adopts  and  implements  Amendment  No.  2 
to  the  Memorandum  of  Understanding  between  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  the 
Service  Employees  International  Union,  Locals  250,  535  and  790,  by  implementing  additional 

compensation  and  premium  pay,  to  be  effective  July  1 ,  2005. 

The  amendment  to  the  Memorandum  of  Understanding  so  implemented  is  on  file  in  the 
office  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  Board  File  No.    051021  . 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J,  HERRERA,  City  Attomey 


DOCUMENTS  DEPT. 


JUL  1  9  2005 


MAYOR  GAVIN  NEWSOM 


6/2/2005 
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City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Tails 


CUy  Hall 
1  Dr  Carlton  B  Gocxllen  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94)02-4689 


Ordinance 


File  Number: 


051021 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  adopting  and  implementing  Amendment  No.  2  to  the  Memorandum  of  Understanding 
between  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  the  Service  Employees  International  Union,  Locals 
250,  535  and  790,  by  implementing  additional  compensation  and  premium  pay,  to  be  effective  July  1 . 
2005. 


June  21,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 


Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty.  Elsbemd,  Ma,  McGoldrick, 
Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
Excused:  1  -  Maxwell 


June  28,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  11  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Ma,  Maxwell. 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 


Cily  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


1 


Printfd  at  I0:n<<  \S1  on  6.  30  05 


File  No.  05 1021  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  June  28.  2005  by 
the  Board  of  Superv  isors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francijico. 


JON  3D 


Date  Approved 


File  No.  051021 


Ctiy  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Tails  Report 


2 


Pnnied  at  10:08  AM  on  6^30/05 


FILE  NO. 


051022 


ORDINANCE  N0_ 


1  [Memorandum  of  Understanding.] 
2 

3  Ordinance  adopting  and  implementing  Amendment  No.  4  to  the  Memorandum  of 

4  Understanding  between  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  the  international 

5  Federation  of  Professional  and  Technical  Engineers,  IFPTE,  AFL-CIO.  by  irTipiementing 

6  additional  compensation  and  amending  premium  pay  language,  to  be  effective  July  1, 

7  2005. 
8 

9  Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco; 

10  Section  1.  The  Board  of  Supervisors  hereby  adopts  and  implements  Amendment  No.  A 

1 1  to  the  Memorandum  of  Understanding  between  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  the 

12  International  Federation  of  Professional  and  Technical  Engineers.  IFPTE.  AFL-CIO,  by 

13  implementing  additional  compensation  and  amending  premium  language,  to  be  effective  July 

14  1,2005. 
15 

16  The  amendment  to  the  Memorandum  of  Understanding  so  implemented  is  on  file  in  the 

17  office  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  Boara  File  No. 05ip22_  . 


18 
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APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 
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Tails 
Ordinance 

File  Number:       051022  Date  Passed: 

Ordinance  adopting  and  implementing  Amendment  No.  4  to  the  Memorandum  of  Uncerstanding 
between  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  the  International  Federation  of  Professional  and 
Technical  Engineers,  IFPTE,  AFL-CIO,  by  implementing  additional  compensation  and  amending 
premium  pay  language,  to  be  effective  July  1 ,  2005. 


June  21,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly.  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Ma,  McGoldrick. 
Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
Excused:  1  -  Maxwell 

June  28,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  11  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Ma,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Primed  cu  10. OS  AM  nn  i^  jO'OS 


FILE  NO., 


051023 


ORDINANCE  N0_ 


[Memorandum  of  Understanding.] 

Ordinance  adopting  and  implementing  the  mediated  agreement  establishing  the 
Memorandum  of  Understanding  between  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  the 
Transport  Workers  Union,  Local  200  (SEAM),  to  be  effective  July  1,  2005  through  June 
30,  2006. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco. 

Section  1.  The  Board  of  Supervisors  hereby  adopts  and  implements  the  mediated 
agreement  establishing  the  Memorandum  of  Understanding  between  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco  and  the  Transport  Workers  Union,  Local  200  (SEAM),  to  be  effective  July  1 . 
2005  through  June  30,  2006. 

The  mediated  settlement  establishing  the  Memorandum  of  Understanding  so 
implemented  is  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  Board  File  No.  _051Q2J_  

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


DOCUMENTS  DEPT. 


MAYOR  GAVIN  NEWSOM 


JUL  1  9  2005 
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Tails 
Ordinance 

File  Number:       051023  Date  Passed: 

Ordinance  adopting  and  implementing  tlie  mediated  agreement  establishing  the  Memorandum  ol 
Understanding  between  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  the  Transport  Workers  Union. 
Local  200  (SEAM),  to  be  effective  July  1 ,  2005  through  June  30,  2006. 


June  21,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbcmd,  Ma,  McGoldrick. 
Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
Excused:  1  -  Maxwell 

June  28,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  11  -  Alioto-Picr.  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd.  Ma,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Siuidoval 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


1 


Pnmedat  10.0%  \\1  on  6.  .'0  0.' 


File  No.  05 1023  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  June  28,  2005  b\ 
the  Board  of  SupcrvLsors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 


Date  Approved 


File  No.  051023 
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FILE  NO  051024 


ORDINANCE  NO 


[Memorandum  of  Understanding.] 

Ordinance  adopting  and  implementing  Amendment  No.  2  to  the  Memorandum  of 
Understanding  between  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  the  Laborers 
Internationai  Union;  Local  261,  by  implementing  provisions  related  to  the  Department 
of  Public  Works  -  Laborers  Apprenticeship  Project,  to  be  effective  Ji.  ly  1  2005 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Section  1,  The  Board  of  Supervisors  hereby  adopts  and  implements  Amendmont  No.  ^ 
to  the  Memorandum  of  Understanding  between  the  City  and  County  of  San  Piancisco  and  the 
Laborers  Internationa!  Union,  Local  261,  by  implementing  provisions  related  to  the 
Department  of  Puhiic  Works  -  Laborers  Apprenticeship  Project,  to  bti  effective  July  1.  2005. 

The  amendment  to  the  MemorandL.m  of  Understanding  so  impieiriented  i-^^  on  file  \\\  the 
office  of  the  Board  of  Supenyisors  m  Bo;.-id  F^le  No.  051024 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


EUZABETH  S:  SALVESON 
Chief 'Labor  Attorney 
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Ordinance 


File  Number: 


051024 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  adopting  and  implementing  Amendment  No.  2  to  the  Memorandum  of  Understanding 
between  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  the  Laborers  International  Union,  Local  261 ,  by 
innplementing  provisions  related  to  the  Department  of  Public  Works  -  Laborers  Apprenticeship  Project, 
to  be  effective  July  1 ,  2005. 


June  21,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 


Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty, 
Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
Excused:  1  -  Maxwell 


Elsbemd,  Ma.  McGoldrick, 


June  28,  2005 


Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 
Ayes:  1 1  -  AJioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 


Elsbemd,  Ma,  Maxwell. 


1 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


1 


Pnnlcd  al  JO.O^  A\f  on  670V.^ 


File  No.  05 1024  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  June  28,  20<)5  l)\ 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 


Date  Approved 


File  No.  051024 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Taib  Report 


2 


Printed  at  10. OS  AM  on  6/30/05 


1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


FILE  NO.      041154   ORDINANCE  N0._ 


[Zoning  Map  Amendments] 

Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Planning  Code  by  amending  the  Zoning  Map  of 
the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  Section  Map  2,  to  change  the  use  district 
designation  of  Assessor's  Block  0185,  Lots  5,  29,  30,  31,  38,  39,  40,  and  41  from  NC-2 
(Small-Scale  Neighborhood  Commercial  District)  to  RM-1  (Residential,  Mixed;  Low 
Density);  adopting  findings  pursuant  to  Planning  Code  Sections  302  and  101.1. 

Note:  Additions  are  smglc-uuderline  italics  Times  New  Roman', 

deletions  are  sn  ikvlhrou^h  K^tUt^imvs  .Vew-  Rohhih. 

Board  amendment  additions  are  double  underlined. 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  &tr4k-6thfough  normal. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  Findings.  Pursuant  to  Planning  Code  Section  302,  this  Board  of 
Supepyisors  finds  that  this  ordinance  will  serve  the  public  necessity,  convenience  and  welfare 

for  the  reasons  set  forth  in  Planning  Commission  Resolution  No.         ^^^^^  ,  and 

incorporates  such  reasons  herein  by  reference.  A  copy  of  the  Planning  Commission 
resolution  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.  _ 


041154 


The  Board  of  Supervisors  finds  that  this  ordinance  is  in  conformity  with  the  Phonty 
Policies  of  Planning  Code  Section  101.1  and  with  the  General  Plan,  and  hereby  endorses  the 
Planning  Department  Report  dated     ^-^'^-^^      --2004,  and  incorporates  the  report  by 


reference.  A  copy  of  the  Planning  Department  report  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of 

o  •  •    tr-i     M  041154 

Supen/isors  in  File  No.  . 


Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Planning  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  the 
Zoning  Map  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  as  follows: 
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Description  of  Property 


Use  District  to  be 
Superseded 


Use  District  hereby 
Approved  


Assessor's  Block  0185,  NC-2  RM-1 

Lots  5,  29,30,31,38,39,40, 
and  41 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  A  HERRERA.  City  Attorney 


By: 


/JUDITH  A.  BOYAJIAPT 
Deputy  City  Attorney 


Supervisor  Peskin 

BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS 


Page  2 
1/24/2005 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Tails 


Ctiy  Hall 
I  Or  Caflcoo  B  Goodku  Ptacc 
Sao  FraaciKo.  CA  94I02-46S9 


Ordinance 


File  Number: 


041154 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Planning  Code  by  amending  tlie  Zoning  Map  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco,  Section  Map  2,  to  change  the  use  district  designation  of  Assessor's  Block 
0185,  Lots  5,  29,  30,  31 ,  38,  39,  40,  and  41  from  NC-2  (Small-Scale  Neighbornood  Commercial 
District)  to  RM-1  (Residential,  Mixed:  Low  Density);  adopting  findings  pursuant  to  Planning  Code 
Sections  302  and  101.1. 


June  21,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 


Ayes:  8  -  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  McGoldrick.  Mirkarimi,  Peskin. 

Sandoval 

Noes:  2  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ma 
Excused:  1  -  Maxwell 


June  28, 


2005 


Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes;  8  -  Annmiano.  Daly,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell,  McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin, 
Sandoval 

Noes:  3  -  Alioto-Pier,  Dufty,  Ma 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Pnnltdat  IO:OK  A\f  nn  6.30.0^ 


File  No.  041154 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  forejjoinK  Ordinance 
was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  June  28.  2005  by 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  PYancisco. 


Glona  L^'Young  Y  \ 
Clerk  of  the  BoarcT  ~ 


JUL  0  1  2005 


Date  Approved 


MavorGa\  in  N'cv.s(~)m 


Date:  July  10,  2005 

I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  ordinance,  not  being  signed  by  the  Mayor  within  the  time  limit  as 
set  forth  in  Section  3.103  of  the  Charter,  became  effective  without  his  approval  in  accordance  with 
the  provision  of  said  Section  3.103  of  the  Charter. 


File  No. 
041154 


File  No.  041154 


CUy  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Tails  Report 


PnrUedat  lO.OS  AM  on  6/}fjJ0S 
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As  amended  in  committee 
June  15,  2005. 


FILE  NO.  050297 


ORDINANCE  NO, 


[Zoning  Map  Amendment  and  repeal  of  Planning  Code  Section  263.1] 

Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Planning  Code  by  repealing  Section  263.1, 
which  allows  the  Planning  Commission  to  approve  height  up  to  200  feet  in  the  65D-2 
Height  and  Bulk  District,  and  by  amending  the  Zoning  Map  of  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco,  Sheet  1H,  to  change  the  height  and  bulk  designation  of  Assessor's 
Block  0195,  Lots  4,  5,  44, 12,  14, 15  and  16  from  65D-2  to  40-X  and  to  change  the  height 
and  bulk  designation  of  the  remaining  assessor's  blocks  and  lots  within  the  65D-2 
Height  and  Bulk  District  from  65D-2  to  65-A;  adopting  findings,  including  environmental 
findings  and  findings  of  consistency  with  the  General  Plan  and  Planning  Code  Section 
101.1. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  Findings,  (a)  Pursuant  to  Planning  Code  Section  302,  this  Board  of 
Supervisors  finds  that  this  ordinance  will  serve  the  public  necessity,  convenience  and  welfare 
for  the  reasons  set  forth  in  Planning  Commission  Resolution  No.  17018.  and  incorporates 
such  reasons  herein  by  reference.  A  copy  of  the  Planning  Commission  resolution  is  on  file 
with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.  050297. 

(b)      The  Board  of  Supen/isors  finds  that  this  ordinance  is  in  conformity  with  the 
Priority  Policies  of  Planning  Code  Section  101.1  and  with  the  General  Plan  for  the  reasons  set 
forth  in  Planning  Commission  Resolution  No.  17018,  and  hereby  incorporates  those  reasons 
by  reference. 


Note: 


Additions  are  sinsle-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman; 
deletions  are  strikethroHgh  italics  Times  New  Roman. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  double  underlined. 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  etrikothrough  normal. 
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(c)  The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in  this 
Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California  Public 
Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.  050297  and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Planning  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  repealing  Section 
263.1,  as  follows: 

SEC.  263.1.  SPECIAL  EXCEPTIONS:  SOUTHERN  EDGE  OF  JACKSON  SQUARE. 

 In  the  65  D  2  Height  and  Bulk  District,  an  dcsii^natcd  on  Sectwnal  Map  No.  Ihl 

of  the  Zoning  Map,  height  exceptions  may  be  approved  by  the  Planning  Commission  in  appropriate 
cases,  up  to  but  not  to  exceed  a  height  of  200 feet. 

(hj  In  acting  upon  any  application  under  this  Section,  the  Planning  Commission 

shall  consider  the  following  criteria  in  addition  to  those  stated  in  Section  303(c): 

{4j  The  siting  of  buildings  or  structures  so  as  to  produce  a  stepping  down  of  height 

from  the  Down  town  Office  District  to  the  area  known  as  Jackson  Square; 

f59  Avoidance  of  excessive  bulk,  intrusivencss  or  a  continuous  wall  of  buildings  thai 

would  adversely  affect  views,  penetration  of  sunlight  or  pedestrian  amenity  in  Jackson  Square  or  in  any 
other  area;  and 

(Sj  Respect  for  the  historical  and  architectural  character  and  special  .'icale  of 

Jackson  Street. 

Section  3.  The  San  Francisco  Planning  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  the 
Zoning  Map  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  as  follows: 
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Description  of  Property 


Use  District 

to  be  Superseded 


Use  District 
Hereby  Approved 


Assessor's  Block  01 95,  65D-2  40-X 

Lots  4,  5,44,  12,  14,  15, 
and  16 

Remaining  area  designated  65D-2  65-A 
65D-2  on  Sheet  1H 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City^Attorney 


Deputy  City  Attorney 
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City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Tails 
Ordinance 


City  Hall 
I  Dr  Cat  Iton  B  Coodkn  Ptoce 
San  Francisco.  CA  94102-4689 


File  Number: 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Planning  Code  by  repealing  Section  263.1 ,  which  allows  the 
Planning  Commission  to  approve  height  up  to  200  feet  in  the  65D-2  Height  and  Bulk  District,  and  by 
amending  the  Zoning  Map  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  Sheet  1 H,  to  change  the  height 
and  bulk  designation  of  Assessor's  Biocl<  0195,  Lots  4,5,12,14,15  and  1 6  from  65D-2  to  40-X  and 
to  change  the  height  and  bulk  designation  of  the  remaining  assessor's  blocks  and  lots  within  the  65D- 
2  Height  and  Bulk  District  from  65D-2  to  65-A;  adopting  findings,  including  environmental  findings  and 
findings  of  consistency  with  the  General  Plan  and  Planning  Code  Section  101 .1 . 


June  21,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  9  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi. 
Peskin,  Sandoval 
Noes:  1  -  Ma 
Excused:  1  -  Maxvv'ell 

June  28,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell,  McGoldrick, 
Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
Noes:  1  -  Ma 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Pnnudai  lO  'n  Wl  .-n  6 


File  No.  050297 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  fortKoiiiK  Ordinance 
was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  June  28,  2(H}5  by 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 


Clerk  of  the  Board 


JUL  0  1  '^005 


Date  Approved 


Mayor  Gavin  Newsom 


Date:  July  10.  2005 

I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  ordinance,  not  being  signed  by  the  Mayor  within  the  time  limit  as 
set  forth  in  Section  3.103  of  the  Charter,  became  effective  without  his  approval  in  accordance  with 
the  provision  of  said  Section  3.103  of  the  Charter. 


File  No. 
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FUe  No,  050297 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
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FILE  NO.  050970 


ORDINANCE  NO. 


ROW050040 
SA#40 


[To  appropriate  funding  from  the  General  Fund  Reserve  to  fund  over  expenditures  in  salaries 

In  the  Office  of  the  Public  Defender  for  fiscal  year  2004-05.] 

Ordinance  appropriating  $270,000  from  the  General  Fund  Reserve  to  fund  over 
expenditures  in  salaries  caused  by  the  inability  to  meet  attrition  targets  in  the  Office  of 
the  Public  Defender  for  fiscal  year  2004-05. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1 .     Funds  are  hereby  appropriated  for  FY  2004-05  as  follows: 


Department  Sources  of  Funds  and  Amount 

And  Number  Purpose  of  Debit  Credit 

Appropriation 


Fund 

1G-AGF-AAA 

GF-  Non  Project 
Controlled 


Department 

GEN 

General  City 
Responsibility 


Program 

FCZ 

General  City 
Responsibility 


Funding  Sources 

097-097GR 
(XXXXXXXXXXX) 


General  Resen/e 


$270,000 
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Department 
And  Number 

Fund 

1G-AGF-AAA 


Sources  of  Funds  and 
Purpose  of 
Appropriation 
Department 

PDR 


GF  -  Non  Project  Public  Defender 
Controlled 


Debit 

Program 

AIB 

Criminal  & 
Special  Defense 


Credit 


Funding  Uses 

001-00101 
(055002) 


Mlsc-  Regular  Salaries 


S270.000 


TOTAL  1G-AGF-AAA 


$270,000 


S270.000 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNISJ.  HERREIf^,  City  Attorney 
By: 


Deputy  City  Attorney 


FUNDS  AVAILABLE 
EDWARD  M.  HARRINGTON 
Controller 
By:  ^Y^Oi^_ 


I) 


Jeff  Adachi 

OMce  of  the  Public  Defender 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  i  r>r  carut^  B  ^lea  puec 

San  Francisco.  CA  94I02-46«0 

Tails 
Ordinance 

File  Number:       050970  Date  Passed: 

Ordinance  appropriating  $270,000  from  the  General  Fund  Reserve  to  fund  over  expenditures  in 
salaries  caused  by  the  inability  to  meet  attrition  targets  in  the  Office  of  the  Public  Defender  for  fiscal 
year  2004-05. 


June  21,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  8  -  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Ma,  McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Pcskin,  Sandoval 
Noes:  2  -  Alioto-Pier,  Elsbemd 
Excused:  1  -  Maxwell 

June  28,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  9  -  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Ma,  Maxwell,  McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin. 
Sandoval 

Noes:  2  -  Alioto-Pier,  Elsbemd 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


1 


Pruned  at  II  22  A '.f  on  ^  30  05 


File  No.  050970  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  June  28,  2(XJ5  b> 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  h  rancisco. 


Gloria  L.'Young  \ 
Clerk  of W  Beard- — 


JUL  0  1  2005 


Date  Approved  Mayor  Gavin  Nov, 


Date:  July  10,  2005 

I  hereby  certify  tliat  the  foregoing  ordinance,  not  being  signed  by  the  Mayor  within  the  tinne  limit  as 
set  forth  in  Section  3.103  of  the  Charter,  became  effective  without  his  approval  in  accordance  with 
the  provision  of  said  Section  3.1 03  of  the  Charter. 


File  No. 
050970 


File  No.  050970 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  2  Pnnird  ai  1 ! -22  \     <>n  05 

Tails  Report 


June  15,  2005. 


FILE  NO.    050299  ORDINANCE  NO 


[Zoning  Map  Amendment.] 

Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Planning  Code  by  amending  the  Zoning  Map  of 

the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  Sheet  1H,  to  change  the  height  and  bulk 

designation  of  Assessor's  Block  0139  from  84-E  to  40-X  and  to  change  the  height  and 

bulk  designation  of  Assessor's  Blocks  0140  and  0141  from  84-E  to  65-X;  adopting 

findings,  including  environmental  findings  and  findings  of  consistency  with  the 

General  Plan  and  Planning  Code  Section  101.1. 

Note:  Additions  are  sin^lc-undcrline  italics  Times  New  Roman. 

deletions  are  sinkcthwHc^h  italics  Times  .Vch-  Roman. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  d ou bl ejj n d e rl in ed . 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  &tfikethf€Hjgh-n©fma). 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  Findings,  (a)  Pursuant  to  Planning  Code  Section  302,  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  finds  that  this  ordinance  will  serve  the  public  necessity,  convenience  and  welfare 
for  the  reasons  set  forth  in  Planning  Commission  Resolution  No.  i7£24,  and  incorporates 
such  reasons  herein  by  reference.  A  copy  of  said  Planning  Commission  resolution  is  on  file 
with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.  050299  . 

(b)  The  Board  of  Supervisors  finds  that  this  ordinance  is  in  conformity  with  the 
General  Plan  and  the  Priority  Policies  of  Planning  Code  Section  101.1  for  the  reasons  set 
forth  in  Planning  Commission  Resolution  No.  17024.  and  hereby  incorporates  those  reasons 
by  reference. 

(c)  The  Planning  Department^on  May  18.  2005.  issued  an  Addendum  to  the  Final 
Environmental  Impact  Report  for  the  Waterfront  Land  Use  Plan  (SCH  No.  94123007)  (the 


'Final  EIR")  which  has-determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in  this  ordinance  are  in 


compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California  Public  Resources  Code 
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sctions  21000  et  seq.)  CCEQA").  Said  determination  Addendum,  including  its  finding  that  the 
lalysis  conducted  and  the  conclusions  reached  in  the  Final  EIR  and  an  October  9.  1997 
ddendum  remain  valid  and  that  no  further  environmental  review  is  required  beyond  said 

ddendum.  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.  050299  

id  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

(d^     This  Board,  in  Resolution  No.  1161-97.  endorsed  the  Planning  Commission's 
3rtification  of  the  Final  EIR  and  adopted  CEQA  findings,  which  included  the  adoption  of 
litigation  measures,  a  mitigation  monitoring  and  reporting  program,  and  a  statement  of 
verriding  considerations,  in  connection  with  General  Plan.  Planning  Code,  and  Zoning  Map 
mendments  related  to  the  Waterfront  Land  Use  Plan.  Copies  of  said  Resolution,  its  exhibits. 
inal  EIR-related  documents,  and  other  materials  are  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of 
upervisors  in  File  No.  271-97-10  and  are  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Planning  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  the 
;oning  Map  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  as  follows: 

Use  District  Use  District 

Description  of  Property  to  be  Superseded  Hereby  Approved 

Assessor's  Block  0139  ^M-E  40-X 


Assessor's  Blocks  0140 

and  141  8584-E  65-X 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 
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City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Tails 


Ciiy  Hall 
I  Dr  Carlton  B  Goodkn  PUcc 
San  Francisco.  CA  94102-46«9 


Ordinance 


File  Number: 


050299 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  amending  tlie  San  Francisco  Planning  Code  by  amending  the  Zoning  Map  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco,  Sheet  1H,  to  change  the  height  and  bulk  designation  of  Assessor's  Block 
0139  from  84-E  to  40-X  and  to  change  the  height  and  bulk  designation  of  Assessor's  Blocks  OKO  and 
0141  from  84-E  to  65-X;  adopting  findings,  including  environmental  findings  and  findings  of 
consistency  with  the  General  Plan  and  Planning  Code  Section  101.1. 


June  21,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 


June  28,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  7  -  Amraiano,  Daly,  Maxwell,  McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
Noes:  4  -  Alioto-Pier,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Ma 


Ayes:  6  -  Ammiano,  Daly,  McGoldrick,  Mirkarinai,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
Noes:  4  -  Alioto-Pier,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Ma 
Excused:  1  -  Maxwell 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Pruued  a:  lOM  .\Sf  on  f.  ]0  05 


File  No.  050299  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  June  28,  2005  by 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 


Gloria  UYo^^ 
Clerk  of  the  Board 


JUL  1  0  2005 


Date  Approved 


Mayor  Gavin  Newsom 


Date:  July  10,  2005 

I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  ordinance,  not  being  signed  by  the  Mayor  within  the  time  limit  as 
set  forth  in  Section  3.103  of  the  Charter,  became  effective  without  his  approval  in  accordance  with 
the  provision  of  said  Section  3.103  of  the  Charter. 
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Amendment  of  the  whole.  6/22/05 


FILE  NO.     OS^^^*^  ORDINANCE  NO  1^2-"^^ 


[Recreation  and  Park  -  S.F.  Small  Craft  Harbor  Fees  ] 

Ordinance  making  environmental  findings  and  amending  the  San  Francisco  Park  Code 

by  repealing  Section  12.11  and  adopting  a  new  Section  12.11  to  increase  current  fees 

and  add  additional  rental  and  services  fees  at  the  San  Francisco  Small  Craft  Harbor. 

Note:  Additions  are  single -underline  ilalics  Times  .Vcvv  Roman] 

deletions  are  sankeflimHgh  ifulics  Times  Nev^RoniuH. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  double  underlined.. 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  strfkett>Pough- normal. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  Making  Environmental  Findings.  The  Planning  Department  has 
determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in  this  Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the 
California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California  Public  Resource  Code  sections  21000  et 
seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No  and 
is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Park  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  repealing  Section 

12.11: 

Section  12.11  Marina  Fees.  The  follow  in^ees  shall  be  charged  for  ^oods  and  services 
provided  to  berthholdcrs  and  transient  boaters  at  dwSan  Francisco  Marina  Small  Craff  Harbor: 

Pumpout  (boat  taking  on  wafer  first  time)  S50.0Q 

Pumpout  (boat  taking  on  water  after  frst  time)  &44)^0 

Towing  S50  00 

Hazardous  Waste  Removal  55ft  00 

Installation  of  Harbor  Line  S25.00 
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Additional  Keys 
Harbor  Line  $25. 00 

Keys  for  Transient  Boaters  $20. 00 

Electrical  Adapter  $100.00 

Section  3.  The  San  Francisco  Park  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  adding  Section  12.11, 
to  read  as  follows: 
Sec.  12.1  J  MARINA  FEES. 

The  following  fees  shall  he  charged  for  soods  and  services  at  the  San  Francisco  Marina  Small 
Craft  Harbor: 

(a)  Berth  Rental  Fees.  The  charges  shall  be  based  on  the  overall  length  of  the  entire 
vessel  or  the  length  of  the  berth,  which  ever  is  greater, 
a )  West  Harbor  for  Fiscal  Year  2005-2006: 

Berth  Length  Fee  Per  Foot 

0'-25'  $  5.92 

26'-35'  $  6.00 

36'-45'  §  7.28 

46''60'  $  7.44 

61 '-90'  $  7.60 

(2)  East  Harbor  for  Fiscal  Year  2005-2006: 

Berth  Length  Fee  Per  Foot 

0'-25'  S  577 

26'-35'  $  5.86 

36'-45'  §  7.10 

46 '-60'  S  7.26 
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6]'-9(y  $  7.42 

(h)  Surcharge  for  Electricity.  The  Recreation  and  Fork  Depariment  may  meter  the  use  of 
electricity  and  may  charge  the  berth  holder  the  utility  provider's  standard  rates  for  usage  over  264 KW 

per  month. 

(c)  Deposits,  refundable  if  there  is  no  loss,  damage  or  need  to  clean  the  item. 

(1)  Berth  One  Month  Rent 

(2)  Electrical  Adapter  S  125.00 

(3)  Hazardous  Material  or  Removal  Fee  SI 50.00 

(4)  Key  for  Visiting  Boaters  $  50.00  per  key 

(d)  Guest  Dock. 

(1)  Recreational  Dock  Fees 

Length 
0-40' 
41 '-59' 
60'-I00' 

(2)  Commercial  Dock  Fee 

(e)  Parking. 

(1)  Berth  Parking,  for  Owners  and  Partners  Only 

Two  stickers  Free 
Each  additional  sticker  SI 20  annually 

(2)  Daily  Parking,  Allows  Permit  Holder  to  Park  in  Marina  Spaces  if  Available 

Crew  $  7.50  per  day 

Non-Owner  $  7.50  per  day 

(3)  Special  Event  Parking  $  7  50  per  day 

(4)  Trailer/Dinsy  Parkin.ij,  for  Regatta  etc.  S  ~.  50  per  day 


Fee  Per  F'uot 

5  0.50 
S  0.75 
S  LOO 

S2. 50  per  foot  and  SI .00  per  person 
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(f)  Purchase  Fees. 

Key  Purchase  (Berther  holders.  Partners  and  P^amilies)      $  25. 00  per  key 

(g)  Services. 

(1)  Chain  Fee  (delinquent  fees,  unauthorized  vessels)  $  50. 00  per  incident 


(2)  Citation  Courtesy  Notices 

(3)  Daily  Impound 

(4)  Dock  Box  Cleaning  Fee 

(5)  Hydro  Hoist  Surcharge 

(6)  Impound 

(7)  Harbor  Line  Installation 

(8)  Labor 

(9)  Late  Fees 

(10)  Pump-Out 

Sewase 
Water 


50%  of  cite  fee 

$30.00  per  day 

$  50. 00  (from  Haz  Mat  deposit) 

40%  of  monthly  Berth  fee 

$150.00  per  incident 

$30.00 per  line 

$  50. 00  per  incident  or 

$  75. 00/hour,  whichever  is  (greater 

10%  of  initial  fee 


$  5. 00  per  incident 
$  75.00  for  first  incident 
$125.00  for  subsequent  incident(s) 
(11)  Slip  Transfer  Fee,  Determined  by  Size  of  Berth  or  Vessel  whichever  is  greater 
(AX      Lensth  Fee  Per  Foot  for  Fiscal  Year  2005-2006 

20'-34'  $30.00 
3  5 '-45'  $35.00 
46'  and  up  $50.00 
(Bi      Length  Fee  Per  Foot  for  Fiscal  Year  2006-2007 

20'-34'  $35.00 
3  5 '-4  5'  $45.00 
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46'  and  up  S  65.00 

(Ci      Length  Fee  Per  Foot  for  Fiscal  Year  2007-2008 
20'-34'  S  40.00 

3 5 '-45'  S  55. 00 

46' and  up  S  75. 00 

(D)      Length  Fee  Per  Foot  for  Fiscal  Year  2im-20()9 
20'-34'  S  45  00 

3 5 '-4 5'  S  65  00 

46' and  up  S  85.00 

(El      Length  Fee  Per  Foot  for  Fiscal  Year  2009-2010 
20' -3 4'  S  50.(10 


3  5 '-4  5' 
46'  and  up 

(12)  Towing 

(13)  Towing  Qiarhor  to  harbor) 
(h)  Storage. 

(1)  Dock  Box 

One 

Each  additional 

(2)  Dry  Storage 
 Length  


SI  00.00 
S  -^5.00 
SI  00.00 


Free 

5  15.00  per  monlh 

-^ee-Per  Month 


less  than  20' 


$100.00 


$150.00 


(3)  Multihull  Surcharge 


additional  40%  of  monthly  Berth  Fee 


(4)  Skiff  less  than  20'  and  no  power  or  dock  box 


SI 00.00  per  month 
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(5)  Small  Boat  Rack  (Dingy,  kayak,  or  canoe) 


$  25. 00  per  month 


(6)  Storage  Lockers 


$  25. 00  per  month 


(i)  Wait  List  Fee. 


$  75. 00  per  year 


(i)  Adjustment  of  Fees.  The  berth  rental  and  guest  dock  fees  for  the  West  Harbor  shall  be 
increased,  without  further  action  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  for  Fiscal  Year  2006-2007  by  twenty 
percent  (20%),  and  for  Fiscal  Years  2007-2008,  2008-2009,  2009-2010,  by  four  percent  (4%)  per  year. 
Thereafter  the  berth  rental  and  guest  dock  fees  shall  be  adjusted  in  accordance  with  Section  12.20  of 
this  Article. 

The  berth  rental  and  guest  dock  fees  for  the  East  Harbor  shall  be  increased,  without  further 
action  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  for  Fiscal  Years  2006-2007,  2007-2008,  2008-2009  by  twelve 
percent  (12%).  Thereafter  the  berth  rental  and  sitest  dock  fees  shall  be  adjusted  in  accordance  with 
Section  12.20  of  this  Article. 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


VIRGINIA  DARIO  ELIZONDO 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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FILE  NO.  051094 


ORDINANCE  N0._ 


[Settlement  of  Lawsuit] 

Ordinance  authorizing  settlement  of  the  lawsuit  filed  by  Larry  Saxxon  against  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco  for  $500,000.00;  the  lawsuit  was  filed  on  December  5. 
2003  in  the  San  Francisco  Superior  Court,  Case  No.  427029;  entitled  Larry  Saxxon  v. 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  et  aL 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 

Section  1.  The  City  Attorney  is  hereby  authorized  to  settle  the  action  entitled  "Larry 

Saxxon  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  et  al.,  San  Francisco  Superior  Court.  Case  No. 

427029"  by  the  payment  of  $500,000.00. 

Section  2.  The  above-named  action  was  filed  in  the  San  Francisco  Superior  Court  on 

December  5,  2003,  and  the  following  parties  were  named  in  the  lawsuit:  Plaintiff:  Larry 

Saxxon;  Defendant:  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco. 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM  AND 
RECOMMENDED: 


RECOMMENDED: 


DENNIS  J.  HERRERA 
City  Attorney 


Index  Code:  471303 
Subobject:  053XX 
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Ordinance  authorizing  settlennent  of  the  lawsuit  filed  by  Larry  Saxxon  against  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco  for  $500,000.00;  the  lawsuit  was  filed  on  December  5,  2003  in  the  San  Francisco 
Superior  Court,  Case  No.  427029;  entitled  Larry  Saxxon  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  et  al. 


June  28,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED,  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Ma,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

July  12,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 


Ayes:  9  -  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Ma,  Maxwell,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin, 
Sandoval 

Absent:  2  -  Alioto-Pier,  McGoldrick 
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FILE  NO.  051096 


ORDINANCE  NO        /  tr>  ^/^  /? 


[Extension  of  as-needed  architectural  services  agreements  for  various  public  work  projects  ] 

Ordinance  approving  extension  of  As-Needed  Architectural  Services  agreements  with 
(1)  Joe  Chow  &  Associates  for  completion  of  the  San  Francisco  General  Hospital 
SwissRay  Digital  Chest  Installation  Project  (Specification  No.  6299A),  the  San 
Francisco  General  Hospital  Orthopedic  Room  Renovation  3M  (Specification  No.  6288A), 
the  San  Francisco  General  Hospital  1x65  Radiology  Department  Remodel  (Specification 
No.  6377A),  the  San  Francisco  General  Hospital  TBI  Bathroom  Remodel  48 
(Specification  No.  6246A),  (2)  Carey  &  Co.,  for  completion  of  the  Tom  Waddell  Health 
Center  Elevator  Replacement  (Specification  No.  6126A),  and  (3)  Levy  Design  for  the 
completion  of  the  Coffman  Pool  Reconstruction  Project  (Specification  No.  6214A), 
under  Administrative  Code  Chapter  6,  section  6.64. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  The  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code,  Chapters,  section  6.64  authorizes 
departments  engaged  in  public  work  to  award  public  work  and  related  professional  sen/ice 
contracts  on  an  as-needed  basis.  Under  section  6,64,  such  contracts  are  limited  to  a  three- 
year  term,  including  all  modifications,  and  can  be  modified  up  to  an  amount  not-to-exceed 
150%  of  the  original  contract  amount. 

Section  2.  On  October  17,  2001 ,  the  Department  of  Public  Works  awarded  to  Joe 
Chow  &  Associates  ("JCA")  a  master  agreement  for  As-Needed  Architectural  Services, 
Contract  No.  BPAT02000003  (the  "JCA  Master  Agreement").  Under  the  JCA  Master 
Agreement,  the  Department  of  Public  Works  has  issued  certain  contract  service  orders:  San 
Francisco  General  Hospital  SwissRay  Digital  Chest  Installation  Project,  Specification  No. 
6299A  (POAT04000131,  December  31,  2003);  the  San  Francisco  General  Hospital 

Orthopedic  Room  Renovation  3M,  Specification  No.  6288A JPOAT04000100.  December  3. 
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2003);  the  San  Francisco  General  Hospital  1x65  Radiology  Department  Remodel, 
Specification  No.  6377A  {POAT04000161,  February  25,  2004);  and  the  San  Francisco 
General  Hospital  TBI  Bathroom  Remodel  48,  Specification  No.  6246A  {POAT04000062, 
September  24,  2003).  The  JCA  Master  Agreement  expired  on  September  30,  2004. 

Section  3.  JCA  has  completed  all  of  the  plans  and  specifications  for  the  above- 
described  San  Francisco  General  Hospital  projects.  The  architectural  services  that  remain  for 
these  projects  are  (a)  responding  to  comments  and  requirements  of  the  Office  of  Statewide 
Health  Planning  and  Development  ("OSHPD"),  (b)  completing  the  bid  documents,  and  (c) 
providing  Construction  Administration  services.  These  items  are  necessary  for  the  regular 
upkeep  of  San  Francisco  General  Hospital,  the  City's  primary  care  facility. 

Section  4.  The  Department  of  Public  Works  has  been  unable  to  proceed  with  the  San 
Francisco  General  Hospital  projects  due  to  unforeseen  delays  in  obtaining  the  necessary 
approvals  from  the  Office  of  Statewide  Health  Planning  and  Development.  Retaining  JCA's 
continued  services  would  benefit  the  City  given  JCA's  intimate  and  specialized  knowledge  of 
the  San  Francisco  General  Hospital  projects. 

Section  5.  On  March  16,  2002,  the  Department  of  Public  Works  awarded  to  Carey  & 
Co.,  a  master  agreement  for  As-Needed  Architectural  Services,  Contract  No.  BPAT02000015 
(the  "Carey  Master  Agreement").  On  June  28,  2003  (as  modified  September  30,  2003),  the 
Department  of  Public  Works  issued  to  Carey  &  Co.,  a  Contract  Service  Order  for  architectural 
services  for  the  Tom  Waddell  Health  Center  Elevator  Replacement,  Specification  No.  6126A 
(POAT02000103  /  POAT04000064,  as  modified).  The  elevator  replacement  is  an  important 
health  and  safety  feature  of  this  health  facility.  The  Carey  Master  Agreement  expired  on 
September  30,  2004. 
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Section  6.  Carey  &  Co.,  has  completed  a  substantial  portion  of  the  design  for  the  Tom 
Waddell  Health  Center  Elevator  Replacement,  Specification  No.  6126A.  The  architectural 
services  remaining  for  the  project  are  the  development  of  Construction  Documents  for  bid  and 
Construction  Administration  services. 

Section  7.  The  Tom  Waddell  Health  Center  Elevator  Replacement  project  experienced 
an  unforeseen  delay  when  Building  Code  requirements  necessitated  a  new  fire  protection 
system  at  the  elevator  lobbies.  The  new  system  required  that  the  Department  of  Health 
secure  additional  funding  before  proceeding  with  the  completion  of  the  Construction 
Documents,  bidding  and  construction. 

Section  8.  On  December  20,  2001 ,  the  Department  of  Public  Works  awarded  to  Levy 
Design  Partners  ("LDP")  a  master  agreement  for  As-Needed  Architectural  Services,  Contract 
No.  BPAT02000014  {the  "LDP  Master  Agreement").  On  July  15,  2003  (modified  August  24. 
2004),  the  Department  of  Public  Works,  for  the  Recreation  and  Parks  Department,  issued  to 
LDP  a  Contract  Sen/ice  Order  for  the  conceptual  design,  plans,  and  specifications  for  the 
renovation  of  the  Coffman  Pool,  Specification  No.  6214A  (POAT04000013  /  POAT05000049. 
as  modified).  The  Coffman  Pool  is  located  Visitacion  Avenue  and  Hahn  Street  and  is  an 
important  asset  to  the  Visitacion  Valley  Community  and  the  Recreation  and  Parks  Department 
of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco.  The  LDP  Master  Agreement  expired  on  September 
30,  2004. 

Section  9.  LDP  has  completed  all  of  the  plans  and  specifications  for  the  Coffman  Pool 
project.  The  only  architectural  sen/ices  remaining  for  the  project  are  Construction 
Administration  services. 
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Section  10.  The  Coffman  Pool  project  experienced  an  unforseeable  delay  winen 
budgetary  constraints  required  a  reduction  in  scope,  redesign,  and  approval  by  the 
community. 

Section  1 1 .  As  architects  of  record  for  the  respective  plans  and  specifications  they 
have  developed  to  date  under  the  as-needed  master  agreements  as  described  in  the 
foregoing  paragraphs,  JCA,  Carey  &  Co.,  and  LDP  are  uniquely  qualified  to  perform  the 
remaining  architectural  services  for  such  projects.  During  construction  is  when  the  architect  of 
record  should  be  available  to  interpret  and,  if  necessary,  modify  the  drav\/ings.  Retaining  such 
services  also  retains  the  chain  of  liability  arising  out  of  the  professional  design  work,  in  further 
protection  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco. 

Section  12.  The  San  Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors  hereby  determines  that  it  is  in  the 
best  interests  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  for  JCA,  Carey  &  Co.,  and  LDP  to 
complete  their  roles  as  the  architects  of  record  for  the  projects  described  in  the  foregoing 
paragraphs,  each  as  sole  source,  and  to  perform  the  construction  administration  services  for 
the  construction  of  such  projects. 

Section  13.  The  competitive  procurement  requirements  of  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code  Chapter  6  are  hereby  waived  with  respect  to  the  Joe  Chow  Associates 
for  the  sole  purpose  of  completing  the  San  Francisco  General  Hospital  SwissRay  Digital 
Chest  Installation  project  (Specification  No.  6299A);  the  San  Francisco  General  Hospital 
Orthopedic  Room  Renovation  3M  project  (Specification  No.  6288A);  the  San  Francisco 
General  Hospital  1x65  Radiology  Department  Remodel  project  (Specification  No.  6377A);  and 
the  San  Francisco  General  Hospital  TBI  Bathroom  Remodel  4B  projection  (Specification  No. 
6246A). 
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Section  14.  The  competitive  procurement  requirements  of  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code  Chapter  6  are  hereby  waived  with  respect  to  Carey  &  Co.,  for  the  sole 
purpose  of  completing  the  Tom  Waddell  Health  Center  Elevator  Replacement  project 
(Specification  No,  6126A). 

Section  15.  The  competitive  procurement  requirements  of  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code  Chapter  6  are  hereby  waived  with  respect  to  Levy  Design  Partners  for 
the  sole  purpose  of  completing  the  Coffman  Pool  project  (Specification  No.  6214A). 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


Sheryl  L.  Bregman 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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Ordinance  approving  extension  of  As-Needed  Architectural  Services  agreements  with  (1)  Joe  Chow  & 
Associates  for  completion  of  the  San  Francisco  General  Hospital  SwissRay  Digital  Chest  Installation 
Project  (Specification  No.  6299A),  the  San  Francisco  General  Hospital  Orthopedic  Room  Renovation 
3M  (Specification  No.  6288A),  the  San  Francisco  General  Hospital  1x65  Radiology  Department 
Remodel  (Specification  No.  6377A),  the  San  Francisco  General  Hospital  TBI  Bathroom  Remodel  4B 
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Replacement  (Specification  No.  6126A),  and  (3)  Levy  Design  for  the  completion  of  the  Coffman  Pool 
Reconstruction  Project  (Specification  No.  621 4A),  under  Administrative  Code  Chapter  6,  section  6.64. 
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Ayes:  9  -  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Ma,  Maxwell,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin, 
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FILE  NO.  051099 


ORDINANCE  NO.         /  4?  S"  0 


[Ordinance  Authorizing  Payment  of  Attorney's  Fees  and  Costs  After  Appeal.] 

Ordinance  authorizing  the  payment  of  $37,240.25  in  attorney's  fees  and  costs  after  the 
appeal  in  the  lawsuit  filed  by  John  Baba,  Philip  Brady,  Sergio  lantorno,  John  Zanghi, 
and  Arnold  W.  Evje,  II,  against  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco,  the  Residential  Rent  Stabilization  and  Arbitration  Board  of  the  City  of  the 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  and  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco.  The 
lawsuit  was  filed  on  August  30,  2002,  and  the  motion  for  attorney's  fees  and  costs  on 
appeal  was  filed  on  May  9,  2005,  in  San  Francisco  Superior  Court  (Case  No.  CPF-02- 
501589). 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 

Section  1.  The  City  Attorney  is  hereby  authorized  to  settle  the  motion  for  attorney's 
fees  and  costs  on  appeal  in  the  action  entitled  "John  Baba,  Philip  Brady,  Sergio  lantorno. 
John  Zanghi,  and  Arnold  Evje,  II,"  San  Francisco  Superior  Court  No.  CPF-02-501 589,  by  the 
payment  of  $37,240.25  in  attorney's  fees  and  costs. 

Section  2.  The  above-named  action  was  filed  in  San  Francisco  Superior  Court  on 
August  30,  2002,  and  the  motion  for  attorney's  fees  and  costs  on  appeal  was  filed  on  May  9, 
2005;  and  the  following  parties  were  named  in  the  lawsuit:  Plaintiffs  John  Baba.  Philip  Brady, 
Sergio  lantorno,  John  Zanghi,  and  Arnold  W.  Evje,  II,  and  Defendants  the  Beard  of 
Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  the  Residential  Rent  Stabilization  and 
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Arbitration  Board  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  and  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco. 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM  AND 
RECOMMENDED: 


DENNIS  J.  HERRERA 
City  Attorney 


FUNDS  AVAILABLE: 


'^WARD  HARRINGTON 
Controller  / 
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Ordinance  authorizing  the  payment  of  $37,240.25  in  attorney's  fees  and  costs  after  the  appeal  m  the 
lawsuit  filed  by  John  Baba,  Philip  Brady,  Sergio  lantorno,  John  Zanghi,  and  Arnold  W.  Evje,  II.  against 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  the  Residential  Rent  Stabilization 
and  Arbitration  Board  of  the  City  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  and  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco.  The  lawsuit  was  filed  on  August  30,  2002,  and  the  motion  for  attorney's  fees  and 
costs  on  appeal  was  filed  on  May  9,  2005,  in  San  Francisco  Supenor  Court  (Case  No.  CPF-02- 
501589). 


June  28,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED,  ON  FU<ST  READING 

Ayes:  11  -  Alioto-Pier,  Arainiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Ma,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

July  12,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 


Ayes:  9  -  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbenid,  Ma,  Maxwell,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin, 
Sandoval 

Absent:  2  -  Alioto-Pier,  McGoldrick 
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FILE  NO.  051100 


ORDINANCE  NO. 


[Settlement  of  Lawsuit] 

Ordinance  authorizing  settlement  of  the  lawsuit  filed  by  Francine  Davis  against  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco  for  $170,000;  the  lawsuit  was  filed  on  May  28,  2004  in 
San  Francisco  Superior  Court,  Case  No.  431-854;  entitled  Francine  Davis,  et  al..  v.  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco,  et  al. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  The  City  Attorney  is  hereby  authonzed  to  settle  the  action  entitled  "Francine 


Davis,  et  al..  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  et  al.,  San  Francisco  Superior  Court,  Court 
No.  431-854  by  the  payment  of  $170,000. 

Section  2.  The  above-named  action  was  filed  in  San  Francisco  Superior  Court  on 
May  28,  2004  and  the  following  parties  were  named  in  the  lawsuit:  Plaintiff  Francine  Davis; 
Defendant  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco. 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM  AND 
RECOMMENDED: 

DENNIS  J.  HERRERA 
City  Attorney 


RECOMMENDED: 


DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS 


JOANNE  HOEPER 
Chief  Trial  Deputy 


FUNDS  AVAILABLE: 


^WIN  M.  LEE 


Director 


Edward  HARRifJefoN 

Controller 
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Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  authorizing  settlement  of  the  lawsuit  filed  by  Francine  Davis  against  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco  for  $170,000;  the  lawsuit  was  filed  on  May  28,  2004  in  San  Francisco  Superior  Court, 
Case  No.  431  -854;  entitled  Francine  Davis,  et  al..  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  et  al. 


June  28,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED,  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Ma,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

July  12, 2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 


Ayes:  9  -  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Ma,  Maxwell,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin, 
Sandoval 

Absent:  2  -  Alioto-Pier,  McGoldrick 
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FILE  NO.  051101 


ORDINANCE  NO        /  ^  "]  ^  OS 


[Settlement  of  Lawsuit] 

Ordinance  authorizing  settlement  of  the  lawsuit  filed  by  the  San  Francisco  Unified 
School  District  against  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  by  provision  of  credits 
and  rate  reductions  not  to  exceed  $225,000  on  past  sewer  service  and  future  sewer  and 
water  service,  for  FY  2004-06;  the  lawsuit  was  filed  on  November  12,  2004  in  San 
Francisco  Superior  Court,  Case  No.  436-240;  entitled  San  Francisco  Unified  School 
District,  et  al.,  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  et  al. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  The  City  Attorney  is  hereby  authorized  to  settle  the  action  entitled  "San 
Francisco  Unified  School  District,  et  al..  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  et  a!..  San 
Francisco  Superior  Court,  Court  No.  436-240,  by  providing  credits  and  rate  reductions  not  to 
exceed  $225,000  on  past  sewer  service  and  future  sewer  and  water  service,  for  FY  2004-06. 

Section  2.  The  above-named  action  was  filed  in  San  Francisco  Supenor  Court  on 
November  12,  2004,  and  the  following  parties  were  named  in  the  lawsuit:  Plaintiff  San 
Francisco  Unified  School  District  and  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  defendant. 

RECOMMENDED: 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM  AND 
RECOMMENDED: 

DENNIS  J.  HERRERA 
City  Attorney 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 
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JOANNE  HOEPEP 
Chief  Trial  Deputy 
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Ordinance  authorizing  settlement  of  the  lawsuit  filed  by  the  San  Francisco  Unified  School  District 
against  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  by  provision  of  credits  and  rate  reductions  not  to  exceed 
$225,000  on  past  sewer  service  and  future  sewer  and  water  service,  for  FY  2004-06;  the  lawsuit  was 
filed  on  November  12,  2004  in  San  Francisco  Superior  Court,  Case  No.  436-240;  entitled  San 
Francisco  Unified  School  District,  et  al.,  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  at  al. 


June  28,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED,  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  11  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Ma,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

July  12,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  9  -  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Ma,  Maxwell,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin, 
Sandoval 

Absent:  2  -  Alioto-Pier,  McGoldrick 
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FILE  NO.  051102  ORDINANCE  NO. 


[Settlement  of  Lawsuit] 


Ordinance  authorizing  settlement  of  the  lawsuit  filed  by  Linda  Alband  against  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco  for  $35,000;  the  lawsuit  was  filed  on  May  1 1 ,  2004  in  San 
Francisco  Superior,  Case  No,  431-258;  entitled  Linda  Alband.  et  a!.,  v.  City  and  County 
of  San  Francisco,  et  al. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 

Section  1.  The  City  Attorney  is  hereby  authonzed  to  settle  the  action  entitled  "Linda 

Alband.  et  al..  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  et  al..  San  Francisco  Superior  Cour., 

Court  No.  431  -258  by  the  payment  of  $35,000. 

Section  2.  The  aboye-named  action  was  filed  in  San  Francisco  Supenor  Court  on 

May  1 1 ,  2004,  and  the  following  parties  were  named  in  the  lawsuit;  Plaintiff  Linda  Alband; 

Defendant  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco. 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM  AND 
RECOMMENDED: 

DENNIS  J.  HERRERA 
City  Attorney 

JOANNE  HOEPER 
Chief  Trial  Deputy 
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Ordinance  authorizing  settlement  of  the  lawsuit  filed  by  Linda  Alband  against  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco  for  $35,000;  the  lawsuit  was  filed  on  f\;iay  1 1 ,  2004  in  San  Francisco  Superior,  Case 
No.  431  -258;  entitled  Linda  Alband,  et  al.,  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  et  al. 


June  28,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED,  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  11  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Ma,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

July  12,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 


Ayes:  9  -  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Ma,  Maxwell,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin, 
Sandoval 

Absent:  2  -  Alioto-Pier,  McGoldrick 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


I 


Printed  at  11:55  AM  on  7/13/05 


File  No.  051 102  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foreRoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSKD  on  July  12,  2005  b> 
tiie  Board  of  SupervLsors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 
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FILE  NO.  051103 


ORDINANCE  NO. 


1  [Settlement  of  Lawsuit] 
2 

3  Ordinance  authorizing  settlement  of  the  lawsuit  filed  by  the  City  and  County  of  San 

4  Francisco  against  Transamerica  Life  Insurance  Company,  Transamerica  Insurance 

5  Company  of  California,  and  Aegon  U.S.A.  Realty  Advisors,  Inc.  for  S1 21 ,957.36;  the 

6  lawsuit  was  filed  on  March  11,  2005  in  the  Superior  Court  of  the  State  of  California, 

7  County  of  San  Francisco,  Case  No.  439452;  entitled  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco, 

8  et  al..  V.  Transamerica  Life  Insurance  Company,  et  al. 
9 

10  Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 

1 1  Section  1 .  The  City  Attorney  is  hereby  authorized  to  settle  the  action  entitled  C/fy  and 

12  County  of  San  Francisco,  et  al.,  v.  Transamerica  Life  Insurance  Company,  et  al..  the  Superior 

13  Court  of  the  State  of  California,  County  of  San  Francisco,  Case  No.  439452.  The  terms  and 

14  conditions  of  the  settlement  are  set  forth  in  the  Settlement  Agreement  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of 

1 5  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.     05ll03  ,  which  is  hereby  declared  to  be  part  of 

1 6  this  ordinance  as  if  set  forth  fully  herein.  The  City  Attorney  is  authorized  to  execute  any 

1 7  documents  that  are  necessary  to  effectuate  this  settlement. 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM  RECOMMENDED: 

.,9  AND  RECOMMENDED:  JOSE  CISNEROS, 

DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney  Treasurer  and  Tax  Collector 
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Jyean/H.  Alexander 
[^^ty  City  Attorney 
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Ordinance 


File  Number: 


051103 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  authorizing  settlement  of  the  lawsuit  filed  by  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  against 
Transamerica  Life  Insurance  Company,  Transamerica  Insurance  Company  of  California,  and  Aegon 
U.S.A.  Realty  Advisors,  Inc.  for  $121 ,957.36;  the  lawsuit  was  filed  on  March  1 1 ,  2005  in  the  Superior 
Court  of  the  State  of  California,  County  of  San  Francisco,  Case  No.  439452;  entitled  City  and  County 
of  San  Francisco,  et  al.,  v.  Transamerica  Life  Insurance  Company,  et  al. 


June  28,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED,  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Ma,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

July  12,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 


Ayes:  9  -  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Ma,  Maxwell,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin, 
Sandoval 

Absent:  2  -  Alioto-Pier,  McGoldrick 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
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Printed  at  11:55  AM  on  7/13/05 


File  No.  051103 
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was  FINALLY  PASSKD  on  July  12,  2005  by 
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FILE  NO.      Q50932  ORDINANCE  N0_ 


[Street  Resurfacing,  Pedestrian  Safety  and  Access  Improvennent  Bond  Special  Election.] 

Ordinance  calling  and  providing  for  a  special  election  to  be  held  in  the  City  and  County 
of  San  Francisco  (the  "City")  on  Tuesday,  November  8,  2005,  for  the  purpose  of 
submitting  to  the  voters  of  the  City  a  proposition  to  incur  the  following  bonded  debt  of 
the  City:  Two  Hundred  and  Eight  Million  Dollars  ($208,000,000)  to  finance  street 
reconstruction,  pavement  renovation,  disabled  access  curb  ramp  construction, 
sidewalk  and  street  improvements,  street  structure  rehabilitation  and  improvements,  ' 
pedestrian  safety  street  and  signal  improvements,  street  improvements  for  bicycle  use 
and  ail  other  structures  and  improvements  necessary  or  convenient  for  the  foregoing 
purposes;  finding  that  the  estimated  costs  of  such  proposed  projects  are  and  will  be 
too  great  to  be  paid  out  of  the  ordinary  annual  income  and  revenue  of  the  City  and  v/ill 
require  expenditures  greater  than  the  amount  allowed  therefor  by  the  annual  tax  levy;  | 
reciting  the  estimated  cost  of  such  proposed  project;  fixing  the  date  of  election  and  the 
manner  of  holding  such  election  and  the  procedure  for  voting  for  or  against  the 
proposition;  fixing  the  maximum  rate  of  interest  on  such  bonds  and  providing  for  the 
levy  and  collection  of  taxes  to  pay  both  principal  and  interest  thereof;  prescribing  | 
notice  to  be  given  of  such  election;  finding  the  proposed  project  is  in  conformity  with 
the  priority  policies  of  Planning  Code  Section  101.1(b)  and  with  the  General  Plan 
consistency  requirement  of  Administrative  Code  Section  2A.53;  consolidating  the 
special  election  with  the  general  election;  establishing  the  election  precincts,  voting 
places  and  officers  for  the  election;  waiving  the  word  limitation  on  ballot  questions 
imposed  by  San  Francisco  Municipal  Elections  Code  Section  510;  complying  with  I 
Section  53410  of  the  California  Government  Code;  and  incorporating  the  provisions  of 
Article  V  of  Chapter  V  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code. 
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Note:  Additions  are  sinsle-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman; 

deletions  are  strikcthrough  italics  Times  New  Roman. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  double  underlined. 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  strikethrough  normal. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 

Section  1 .  A  special  election  is  hereby  called  and  ordered  to  be  held  in  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco  (the  "City")  on  Tuesday,  the  8th  day  of  November,  2005,  for  the 
purpose  of  submitting  to  the  electors  of  the  City  a  proposition  to  incur  bonded  Indebtedness  of 
the  City  for  the  project  hereinafter  described  in  the  amount  and  for  the  purposes  stated: 

"STREET  RESURFACING,  PEDESTRIAN  SAFETY  AND  ACCESS  IMPROVEMENT 
BONDS,  2005,  $208,000,000  to  finance  street  reconstruction,  pavement  renovation,  disabled 
access  curb  ramp  construction,  sidewalk  and  street  improvements,  street  structure 
rehabilitation  and  improvements,  pedestrian  safety  street  and  signal  improvements,  street 
improvements  for  bicycle  use  and  all  other  structures  and  improvements  necessary  or 
convenient  for  the  foregoing  purposes." 

The  special  election  hereby  called  and  ordered  shall  be  referred  to  herein  as  the  "Bond 
Special  Election." 

Section  2.  The  estimated  cost  of  the  project  described  in  Section  1  hereof  was  fixed  by 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  (the  "Board  of  Supervisors")  by  the  following  resolution 
and  in  the  amount  specified  below: 

Resolution  No.  -^.^$208,000,000. 
Such  estimated  cost  includes  the  costs  of  printing  the  bonds,  as  well  as  legal  and  other  fees, 
costs  and  expenses  incidental  to  or  connected  with  the  authorization,  issuance  and  sale  of  the 
bonds. 

Such  resolution  was  passed  by  two-thirds  or  more  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and 
approved  by  the  Mayor  of  the  City  (the  "Mayor").  In  such  resolution  it  was  recited  and  found 
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that  the  sum  of  money  specified  is  too  great  to  be  paid  out  of  the  ordinary  annual  income  and 
revenue  of  the  City  in  addition  to  the  other  annual  expenses  thereof  or  other  funds  derived 
from  taxes  levied  for  those  purposes  and  will  require  expenditures  greater  than  the  amount 
allowed  therefor  by  the  annual  tax  levy. 

The  method  and  manner  of  payment  of  the  estimated  costs  described  herein  are  by  the 
issuance  of  bonds  of  the  City  not  exceeding  the  principal  amount  specified . 

Such  estimate  of  costs  as  set  forth  in  such  resolution  is  hereby  adopted  and 
determined  to  be  the  estimated  cost  of  such  improvements  and  financing. 

Section  3.  The  Bond  Special  Election  shall  be  held  and  conducted  and  the  votes 
thereafter  received  and  canvassed,  and  the  returns  thereof  made  and  the  results  thereof 
ascertained,  determined  and  declared  as  herein  provided  and  in  all  particulars  not  herein 
recited  such  election  shall  be  held  according  to  the  laws  of  the  State  of  California  and  the 
Charter  of  the  City  (the  "Charter")  and  any  regulations  adopted  pursuant  thereto,  providing  for 
and  governing  elections  in  the  City,  and  the  polls  for  such  election  shall  be  and  remain  open 
during  the  time  required  by  such  laws  and  regulations. 

Section  4.  The  Bond  Special  Election  is  hereby  consolidated  v/ith  the  General  Election 
scheduled  to  be  held  in  the  City  on  Tuesday,  November  8,  2005.  The  voting  precincts,  polling 
places  and  officers  of  election  for  the  November  8,  2005  General  Election  are  hereby 
adopted,  established,  designated  and  named,  respectively,  as  the  voting  precincts,  polling 
places  and  officers  of  election  for  the  Bond  Special  Election  hereby  called,  and  reference  is 
hereby  made  to  the  notice  of  election  setting  forth  the  voting  precincts,  polling  places  and 
officers  of  election  for  the  November  8,  2005  General  Election  by  the  Director  of  Elections  to 
be  published  in  the  official  newspaper  of  the  City  on  the  date  required  under  the  laws  of  the 
State  of  California. 
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Section  5.  The  ballots  to  be  used  at  the  Bond  Special  Election  shall  be  the  ballots  to 
be  used  at  the  November  8,  2005  General  Election.  The  word  limit  for  ballot  questions 
imposed  by  San  Francisco  Municipal  Elections  Code  Section  510  is  hereby  waived.  On  the 
ballots  to  be  used  at  the  Bond  Special  Election,  in  addition  to  any  other  matter  required  by  law 
to  be  printed  thereon,  shall  appear  the  following  as  a  separate  question: 

"STREET  RESURFACING,  PEDESTRIAN  SAFETY  AND  ACCESS  IMPROVEMENT 
BONDS,  2005.  Shall  the  City  incur  $208,000,000  of  bonded  indebtedness  to  finance  street 
reconstnjction,  pavement  renovation,  disabled  access  curb  ramp  construction,  sidewalk  and 
street  improvements,  street  structure  rehabilitation  and  improvements,  pedestrian  safety 
street  and  signal  improvements,  street  improvements  for  bicycle  use  and  all  other  structures 
and  improvements  necessary  or  convenient  for  the  foregoing  purposes?" 

Each  voter  to  vote  in  favor  of  the  issuance  of  the  foregoing  bond  proposition  shall  mark 
the  ballot  in  the  location  corresponding  to  a  "YES"  vote  for  the  proposition,  and  to  vote  against 
the  proposition  shall  mark  the  ballot  card  in  the  location  corresponding  to  a  "NO"  vote  for  the 
proposition. 

Section  6.  If  at  the  Bond  Special  Election  it  shall  appear  that  two-thirds  of  all  the  voters 
voting  on  the  proposition  voted  in  favor  of  and  authorized  the  incurring  of  bonded 
indebtedness  for  the  purposes  set  forth  in  such  proposition,  then  such  proposition  shall  have 
been  accepted  by  the  electors,  and  bonds  authorized  thereby  may  be  issued  for  the  purposes 
and  up  to  the  amounts  set  forth  above  upon  the  order  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors.  Such 
bonds  shall  bear  interest  at  a  rate  not  to  exceed  applicable  legal  limits. 

The  votes  cast  for  and  against  the  proposition  shall  be  counted  separately  and  when 
two-thirds  of  the  qualified  electors,  voting  on  the  proposition,  vote  in  favor  thereof,  the 
proposition  shall  be  deemed  adopted. 
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Section  7.  For  the  purpose  of  paying  the  principal  and  interest  on  the  bonds,  the  Board 
of  Supervisors  shall,  at  the  tinne  of  fixing  the  general  tax  levy  and  in  the  manner  for  such 
general  tax  levy  provided,  levy  and  collect  annually  each  year  until  such  bonds  are  pa.d,  or 
until  there  is  a  sum  in  the  Treasury  of  said  City,  or  other  account  held  on  behalf  of  the 
Treasurer  of  said  City,  set  apart  for  that  purpose  to  meet  all  sums  coming  due  for  the  principal 
and  interest  on  the  bonds,  a  tax  sufficient  to  pay  the  annual  interest  on  such  bonds  as  the 
same  becomes  due  and  also  such  part  of  the  principal  thereof  as  shall  become  due  before  the 
proceeds  of  a  tax  levied  at  the  time  for  making  the  next  general  tax  levy  can  be  made  ] 
available  for  the  payment  of  such  principal. 

Section  8.  This  ordinance  shall  be  published  in  accordance  with  any  state  law 
requirements,  and  such  publication  shall  constitute  notice  of  the  Bond  Special  Election  and  no 
other  notice  of  the  Bond  Special  Election  hereby  called  need  be  given. 

Section  9.  The  Board  of  Supervisors  having  reviewed  the  proposed  legislation,  finds 
and  declares  (i)  that  the  proposed  project  is  in  conformity  with  the  priority  policies  of  Section 
101 .1  (b)  of  the  City  Planning  Code  and  (ii)  in  accordance  with  Section  2A. 53(f)  of  the  City 
Administrative  Code,  that  the  proposed  project  is  consistent  with  the  City's  General  Plan,  and  j 
hereby  adopts  the  findings  of  the  City  Planning  Department,  as  set  forth  in  the  General  Plan 
Referral  Report,  dated  ~->lL/\^.  \  jlOfJ^  and  incorporates  said  findings  by  reference. 

Section  10.  Pursuant  to  Section  53410  of  the  California  Government  Code,  the  bonds 
shall  be  for  the  specific  purpose  authorized  herein  and  the  proceeds  of  such  bonds  will  be 
applied  only  to  the  project  described  herein.  The  City  will  comply  with  the  requirements  of 
Sections  53410(c)  and  53410(d)  of  the  California  Government  Code. 

Section  1 1 .  Pursuant  to  Proposition  F  approved  by  the  voters  of  the  City  in  November 
2001,  the  Street  Resurfacing,  Pedesthan  Safety  and  Access  Improvement  General  Obligation  ' 
Bonds  are  subject  to,  and  incorporate  by  reference,  the  provisions  of  Article  V  of  Chapter  V  of 
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the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  ("Proposition  F  Requirements").  Pursuant  to 
Proposition  F  Requirements,  to  the  extent  permitted  by  law,  one-tenth  of  one  percent  (0.1%) 
of  the  gross  proceeds  of  the  Street  Resurfacing,  Pedestrian  Safety  and  Access  Improvement 
General  Obligation  Bonds  shall  be  deposited  in  a  fund  established  by  the  Controller's  Office 
and  appropriated  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  at  the  direction  of  the  citizen's  bond  oversight 
committee  established  by  Proposition  F  Requirements  to  cover  the  costs  of  said  committee. 

Section  12.  The  appropriate  officers,  employees,  representatives  and  agents  of  the 
City  are  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  do  everything  necessary  or  desirable  to  accomplish 
the  calling  and  holding  of  the  Bond  Special  Election,  and  to  othenwise  carry  out  the  provisions 
of  this  ordinance. 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


By: 


MICHAEL  J.  MARTIN 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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City  Hall 


Ordinance 


File  Number: 


050932 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  calling  and  providing  for  a  special  election  to  be  lield  in  tho  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco  (the  "City")  on  Tuesday,  November  8,  2005,  for  the  purpose  of  subnnitting  to  the  voters  of 
the  City  a  proposition  to  incur  the  following  bonded  debt  of  the  City:  Two  Hundred  and  Eight  Million 
Dollars  ($208,000,000)  to  finance  street  reconstruction,  pavement  renovation,  disabled  access  curb 
ramp  construction,  sidewalk  and  street  improvements,  street  structure  rehabilitation  and 
improvements,  pedestrian  safety  street  and  signal  improvements,  street  improvements  for  bicycle  use 
and  all  other  structures  and  improvements  necessary  or  convenient  for  the  foregoing  purposes; 
finding  that  the  estimated  costs  of  such  proposed  projects  are  and  will  be  too  great  to  be  paid  out  of 
the  ordinary  annual  income  and  revenue  of  the  City  and  will  require  expenditures  greater  than  the 
amount  aiiowed  therefor  by  the  annual  tax  levy;  reciting  the  estimated  cost  of  such  proposed  project; 
fixing  the  date  of  election  and  the  manner  of  holding  such  election  and  the  procedure  for  voting  for  or 
against  the  proposition;  fixing  the  maximum  rate  of  interest  on  such  bonds  and  provding  for  the  levy 
and  collection  of  taxes  to  pay  both  principal  and  interest  thereof;  prescribing  notice  to  be  given  of  such 
election;  finding  the  proposed  project  is  in  conformity  with  the  priority  policies  of  Planning  Code 
Section  101.1(b)  and  with  the  General  Plan  consistency  requirement  of  Administrative  Code  Section 
2A.53;  consolidating  the  special  election  with  the  general  election;  establishing  the  election  precincts, 
voting  places  and  officers  for  the  election;  waiving  the  word  limitation  on  ballot  questions  imposed  by 
San  Francisco  Municipal  Elections  Code  Section  510;  complying  with  Section  53410  of  the  California 
Government  Code;  and  incorporating  the  provisions  of  Article  V  of  Chapter  V  of  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code. 


July  12,  2005 


Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  9  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Maxwell,  McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi, 

Peskin,  Sandoval 

Noes:  2  -  Elsbemd,  Ma 


July  19,  2005 


Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  9  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Ma,  McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi.  Peskin, 
Sandoval 

Noes:  2  -  Elsbemd,  Maxwell 
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FILE  NO. 


050085 


ORDINANCE  NO, 


111'  0-^ 


[Ordering  vacation  of  22"^  Street  between  Arkansas  and  Connecticut  Streets.] 

Ordinance  ordering  the  vacation  of  the  22"*^  Street  right-of-way  between  Arkansas  and 
Connecticut  Streets  subject  to  reservations  of  certain  utility  easements  in  the  vacated 
area;  authorizing  the  sale  of  a  portion  of  the  vacated  street  area  pursuant  to  the  ternns 
of  an  agreement  for  sale  of  real  estate;  adopting  environmental  findings  and  findings 
that  such  actions  are  consistent  with  the  City's  General  Plan  and  the  Priority  Policies  of 
Planning  Code  Section  101.1;  and  authorizing  official  acts  in  connection  with  this 


San  Francisco  (the  "City")  adopted  Resolution  No.         0" C''^     (the  "Resolution  of 
intention"),  a  copy  of  which  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (the  "Clerk")  in 
File  No.     050084     and  is  incorporated  by  reference  as  though  fully  set  forth  herein,  being  a 
Resolution  of  Declaration  of  Intention  to  Order  the  Vacation  of  the  portion  of  the  22''"  Street 
right-of-way  between  Arkansas  and  Connecticut  Streets  (the  "Vacation  Area").  The  location 
and  extent  of  the  Vacation  Area  is  shown  in  the  Department  of  Public  Works  SUR  Map  No. 
6003,  dated  July  1 ,  2004,  a  copy  of  which,  marked  to  show  the  Sale  Portion  and  the 
Easement  Portion  (each  defined  below),  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  in  File  No.   050085  and 
incorporated  by  reference  as  though  fully  set  forth  herein. 


ordinance. 


Note: 


»al. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 


Section  1.  Findings. 

(a)    On  Jgy?^  ^  I  .  2005,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of 
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(b)  The  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (the  "Clerk")  did  transmit  to  the  Director  of 
the  Department  of  Public  Works  a  certified  copy  of  the  Resolution  of  Intention,  and  the 
Director  of  the  Department  of  Public  Works  did  cause  notice  of  adoption  of  such  resolution  to 
be  posted  and  published  in  the  manner  required  by  law. 

(c)  When  such  matter  was  considered  as  scheduled  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  at 

its  regular  meeting  held  in  the  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  on  ,  2005, 

beginning  at  approximately  P.M.,  the  Board  heard  all  persons  interested  in  such 

vacation. 

(d)  The  vacation  of  the  Vacation  Area  is  being  sought  in  order  to  facilitate  (i)  the  use 
of  the  major  portion  of  such  area  as  a  community  garden  and  (ii)  the  sale  of  the  remaining 
portion  of  such  area  (the  "Sale  Portion")  to  Michael  Lanza,  the  neighboring  landowner 
("Purchaser"),  pursuant  to  an  Agreement  for  Sale  of  Real  Estate  between  City  and  Purchaser 
(the  "Sale  Agreement"),  which  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  in  File  No.    050085       and  is 
incorporated  by  reference  as  though  fully  set  forth  herein. 

(e)  In  a  letter  dated  December  22,  2003  (the  "Planning  Department  Letter")  the  City 
Planning  Department  determined  that  (i)  the  vacation  and  other  actions  in  furtherance  thereof, 
including,  without  limitation,  the  vacation  of  the  Vacation  Area,  is,  on  balance,  in  conformity 
with  the  General  Plan  and  Planning  Code  Section  101.1  and  (ii)  the  actions  contemplated  in 
this  Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California 
Public  Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  A  copy  of  the  Planning  Department  Letter  is 

on  file  with  the  Clerk  in  File  No.    050085  and  is  incorporated  by  reference  as  though 

fully  set  forth  herein.  The  Board  of  Supervisors  adopts  as  its  own  the  Planning  Department's 
determination  under  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  and  consistency  findings  as  set 
forth  in  the  Planning  Department  Letter  in  connection  with  the  vacation  of  the  Vacation  Area 
and  other  actions  in  furtherance  thereof. 
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(f)  In  a  letter  dated  June  30,  2004  (the  'DPW  Letter"),  the  Department  of  Public 
Works  found  that:  (i)  the  Vacation  Area  is  no  longer  necessan/  for  the  City's  present  or 
prospective  future  street  purposes,  and  (ii)  there  are  no  physical  public  utility  facilities  within 
the  Vacation  Area  except  for  SBC  for  telecommunications  purposes  and  Pacific  Gas  & 
Electric  ("PG&E")  for  power  and  gas  transmission  purposes.  A  copy  of  the  DPW  Letter  is  on 

file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supen/isors  in  File  No.     050085  and  is  incorporated 

by  reference  as  though  fully  set  forth  herein.  The  Board  of  Supen/isors  adopts  as  its  own  and 
incorporates  by  reference  herein  as  if  fully  set  forth  the  recommendations  of  the  Department 
of  Public  Works  as  set  forth  in  the  DPW  Letter  concerning  the  vacation  of  the  Vacation  Area 
and  other  actions  in  furtherance  thereof;  and 

(g)  In  a  letter  dated  J/U'i^>^/^y  /-Z  ,o?^^^Tthe  "Real  Estate  Letter"),  the  City's  Director 
of  Property  found  that  the  purchase  price  set  forth  in  the  Sale  Agreement  is  fair  market  value 
for  the  portion  of  the  Vacation  Area  to  be  conveyed  thereunder.  A  copy  of  the  Real  Estate 

Letter  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.    050Q85  and  is 

incorporated  by  reference  as  though  fully  set  forth  herein. 

(h)  The  vacation  of  the  Vacation  Area  is  being  taken  pursuant  to  California  Streets 
and  Highways  Code  sections  8300  et  seq.  and  Public  Works  Code  section  787(a). 

(i)  From  all  the  evidence  submitted  at  the  public  hearing  noticed  in  the  Resolution  of 

Intention  and  the  materials  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  in  File  No.     05008A  .  the 

Board  of  Supervisors  finds  that  the  Vacation  Area,  as  described  in  such  resolution,  is  no 
longer  necessary  for  the  City's  use  as  a  public  street,  subject  to  the  reservations  and 
conditions  described  in  this  Ordinance. 

(j)    The  public  interest,  convenience  and  necessity  require  that  the  City  reserve  and 
except  from  the  vacation  of  the  Street  Area  solely  a  non-exclusive  easement  for  the  benefit  of 
SBC  and  PG&E  in,  upon,  and  over  that  certain  portion  of  the  Street  Area,  except  for  the  Sale 
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Portion,  in  which  PG&E's  in-piace  and  functioning  facilities  are  currently  located  as  shown  on 
said  SUR  Map  No.  6003,  to  the  extent  necessary  to  maintain,  operate,  repair  and  remove 
existing  lines  of  pipe,  conduits,  cables,  wires,  poles,  and  other  convenient  structures, 
equipment  and  fixtures  for  the  operation  of  SBC  for  telecommunications  facilities  and  PG&E 
for  power  and  gas  transmission  purposes,  together  with  reasonable  access  to  the  foregoing 
facilities  for  the  purposes  set  forth  above.  The  public  interest,  convenience  and  necessity 
require  that,  except  as  specifically  provided  in  this  Ordinance  above,  no  other  easements  or 
other  rights  be  reserved  for  any  public  utility  facilities  that  are  in  place  in  such  Vacation  Area 
and  that  any  rights  based  upon  any  such  public  utility  facilities  are  extinguished. 

(k)   The  public  convenience  and  necessity  require  that  the  City  reserve  a  non- 
exclusive temporary  easement  over  a  18'  by  125'  portion  of  the  Street  Area  immediately 
adjacent  to  Purchaser's  lots  and  Arkansas  Street,  as  marked  on  the  map  on  file  with  the  Clerk 
in  File  No.     050085      (the  "Easement  Portion"),  to  provide  Purchaser  with  pedestrian  and 
vehicular  access  to  Puchaser's  interior  lot,  which  otherwise  would  not  be  accessible  from  the 
public  right-of-way  upon  the  vacation  of  the  Street  Area,  such  easement  to  terminate  upon  the 
consummation  of  the  sale  of  the  Sale  Portion  to  Purchaser.  Such  easement  shall  be 
terminated  upon  the  consummation  of  the  sale  of  the  Sale  Portion  to  Purchaser  and  the 
execution  and  delivery  of  a  quitclaim  deed  relating  to  the  Sale  Portion  pursuant  to  the  terms  of 
the  Sale  Agreement,  provided  that  if  such  quitclaim  deed  is  not  executed  and  delivered  then 
such  easement  shall  remain  in  full  force  and  effect. 

(I)  The  public  interest  and  convenience  require  that  the  vacation  be  done  as  declared 
in  the  Resolution  of  Intention. 

Section  2.  Except  as  set  forth  in  Section  3  below,  the  Vacation  Area  is  hereby  ordered 
vacated  in  the  manner  described  in  the  Resolution  of  Intention  and  pursuant  to  California 
Streets  and  Highways  Code  sections  8300  et  seq.  and  Public  Works  Code  section  787(a). 
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Section  3.  The  vacation  of  the  Vacation  Area  is  conditioned  upon  the  reservation  of  a 
non-exclusive  easement  for  the  benefit  of  SBC  and  PG&E  and  a  non-exclusive  easement  for 
the  benefit  of  the  Purchaser,  each  on  the  terms  and  conditions  described  in  Section  1  above. 

Section  4.  Any  removal  or  relocation  of  a  utility  for  which  an  easement  has  been 
reserved  or  excepted  herein  for  the  benefit  of  any  party  shall  be  performed  at  no  cost  or 
expense  to  the  City,  provided  that  nothing  herein  shall  be  deemed  to  preclude  any  future 
owner  of  any  portion  of  the  Vacation  Area  from  charging  a  third  party  for  or  otheoA'ise  causing 
a  third  party  to  bear  the  costs  of  such  relocation  where  such  charge  or  cost  is  othen^vise 
permitted  by  law. 

Section  5.  The  Board  of  Supervisors  hereby  authorizes  the  Director  of  Property  to 
execute  the  Sale  Agreement,  a  quitclaim  deed  conveying  the  City's  interest  in  the  portion  of 
the  Vacation  Area  described  in  the  Sale  Agreement  and  all  other  documents  and  instnjments 
necessary  to  effectuate  the  vacation  and  sale  of  such  portion  of  the  Vacation  Area  to  the 
Purchaser. 

Section  6.  The  Board  of  Supervisors  hereby  directs  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  to  transmit  to  the  Director  of  Public  Works  a  certified  copy  of  this  Ordinance,  and 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  hereby  urges  the  Director  of  Public  Works  to  proceed  in  the  manner 
required  by  law. 

Section  7.  All  actions  heretofore  taken  by  the  officers  of  the  City  with  respect  to  this 
Ordinance  are  hereby  approved,  confirmed  and  ratified,  and  the  Mayor,  Clerk  of  the  Board. 
Director  of  Property,  and  Director  of  Public  Works  are  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  take 
any  and  all  actions  which  they  or  the  City  Attorney  may  deem  necessary  or  advisable  in  order 
to  effectuate  the  purpose  and  intent  of  this  Ordinance  (including,  without  limitation,  the  filing  of 
the  Ordinance  in  the  Official  Records  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and 
confirmation  of  satisfaction  of  any  of  the  conditions  to  the  effectiveness  of  the  vacation  of  the 
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Vacation  Area  hereunder  and  conformation  of  the  termination  of  any  easements  reserved 
hereunder  pursuant  to  Section  1(j)  of  this  Ordinance  and  execution  and  delivery  of  any 
evidence  of  the  same,  which  shall  be  conclusive  as  to  the  satisfaction  of  such  conditions  upon 
signature  by  any  such  City  official  or  his  or  her  designee). 


RECOMMENDED: 

DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS 


/'^dwin  M.  Lee 


Director  of  Public  Works 


RECOMMENDED: 

DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS 


Robert  P.  Beck 
Deputy  Director  of  Engineering 


RECOMMENDED: 
DIRECTOR  OF  PROPERTY 


Steve  Legnitto 
Director  of  Property ' 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA 
City  Attorney 


By: 


j0fin|D.  Malamut  / 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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Ordinance  ordering  the  vacation  of  the  22nd  Street  right-of-way  between  Arkansas  and  Connecticut 
Streets  subject  to  reservations  of  certain  utility  easements  in  the  vacated  area;  authorizing  the  sale  of 
a  portion  of  the  vacated  street  area  pursuant  to  the  terms  of  an  agreement  for  sale  of  real  estate; 
adopting  environmental  findings  and  findings  that  such  actions  are  consistent  with  the  City's  General 
Plan  and  the  Priority  Policies  of  Planning  Code  Section  101 .1 ;  and  authorizing  official  acts  'T 
connection  with  this  ordinance. 
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Ayes;  9  -  Ammiano,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Ma,  Maxwell,  McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi. 
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Noes:  I  -  Daly 
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Excused:  I  -  Daly 
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File  No.  050085  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  July  26,  2005  by 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 
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Primed  al  10:22  AM  on  7/27/05 


Amendment  of  the  whole  ]  ^  D.  ^ /) 

inRnp^rd  ORDINANCIE  NO.  / 


FILE  NO.  050817  m  Board  ORDINANCIE  NO. 

7/12/05 


[Designating  rent  credits  as  "public  monies"  for  purposes  of  Fiscal  Feasibility  Ordinance.] 

Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  by  amending 
Sections  29.1,  29.3,  29.4,  and  29.7,  to:  exempt  certain  voter-approved  projects  from  the 
Fiscal  Feasibility  Ordinance;  include  rent  credits  as  "public  monies'  for  purposes  of 
the  Ordinance;  require  additional  information  from  applicants  tor  envi-onmental 
review;  set-a^adiine  for  Board  action;  afid^  suspend  application  to  certain  projects 
undergoing  environmental  review,  and,  bar  City  de^a^tlmejpts  fron^ 
ExciusiveJRiqht  to  Negotiate  agreements  until  fiscalfeasLbili.ty,reYiewj]as^bee 


successfully  eompieted- 

Note:  Additions  are  sinele-uncleHme  nalics  fun,--  .v,.  ■  /•:  lun-., 

deletions  are  strikcthmagh  iiaht^^  'fifvt  s  • 
Board  amendment  additions  a^s  d£.yf)it  i  ,<J 
Board  amendment  deletion?  are  ev^M-keihr.^.tift  no'-i'"»a( 

Be  it  ordained  by  thf;  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Section  1.  The  San  Francisco  Administrative  Cc^de  is  nereby  amended  by  arr;ending 
Sections  29.1.  29.3,  2^A-r,  and  29,7,  to  read  as  follows; 
SEC.  29.1.  APPLICABILITY  OF  THIS  CHAPTER  29. 

(a)  This  Chapter  29  shall  be  applicable  to  any  project,  as  defined  oy  tho  CalTornia 
Environmental  Quality  Act,  Public  Resources  Code  Sections  21000  and  folluv^ing,  as 
amended;  and  Guidelines  for  Implementation  of  the  CalTornia  Environmental  Quality  Act.  as 
amended,  appeahng  as  Title  14,  Division  6,  Chapter  3  of  :he  California  Code  of  Reoulations 
(hereinafter  referred  to  collectively  as  CEQA),  that  is  p.^oposed  by  andjjnde^the  iurisdiction  of 
an  office,  board,  department,  commission  or  other  unit  of  government  of  the  City  and  County 
and  meets  both  of  the  following  criteha: 

Supervisor  PeskiP  ,  Maxwell,  Alioto-Pier,  Mirkarimi 
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(1 )  the  cost  of  implementing  and/or  constructing  the  proposed  project  exceeds 
twenty-five  million  dollars  {$25,000,000.00),  and 

(2)  The  Project  Sponsor  reasonably  estimates  at  the  time  of  filing  the  application  for 
environmental  review  that  a  A  portion  of  the  predevelopment,  planning  or  construction  costs  of 
the  proposed  project  in  excess  of  $1 ,000,000.00,  but  excluding  the  costs  of  City  personnel 
working  on  such  project,  will  be  paid  from  public  monies.  For  purposes  of  this  Chapter  29, 
"public  monies"  shall  mean  (i)  funds  from  the  City's  General  Fund  or  funds  othenA/ise  held  by 
any  Department  of  the  City,  (ii)the  proceeds  of  any  indebtedness  of  the  City,  including  without 
limitation  revenue  bonds,  lease  revenue  bonds  or  certificates  of  participation  secured  by  the 
City's  General  Fund  or  funds  otherwise  held  by  any  City  department,     (iii)  federal  or  state 
grants  or  loans  to,  from,  or  through  a  City  department,  entity,  or  agency,  or  (iv)  rent  obligations  that 
are  reduced,  waived  or  forgiven  by  the  City  under  a  lease  for  real  property,  incliidins.  the  fair  market 
value  of  any  free  rent  period  under  the  lease.  Revenues  from  tax  increment  financing  shall  not  be 
considered  "public  monies  "for  these  purposes. 

(b)  Notwithstanding  Subsection  29.1  (a),  no  provision  of  this  Chapter  29  shall  be 
interpreted  to  grant  the  Board  of  Supervisors  broader  powers  to  set  policy  for  a  project 
proposed  by  an  office,  board,  department,  commission  or  other  unit  of  government  of  the  City 
and  County  than  is  granted  by  the  City  Charter  or  applicable  state  or  federal  law  and 
proposed  projects  shall  not  be  subject  to  the  determination  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
provided  for  by  this  Chapter  29  where  the  City  Charter  or  applicable  state  or  federal  law- 
precludes  such  a  determination  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors. 

(c)  Notwithstanding  anything  to  the  contrary  in  this  Chapter  29,  this  Chapter  29  shall 
not  apply  to  the  following  projects: 


Supervisor  Peskin 
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(1)  Any  project  which  has^.een-^ecificall\Lai3ammd  b)y  the  voters  prior  to  January 
1.  1998  or  where  more  than  seventy-five  percent  (75%)  of  the  amount  of  public  monies  for  the 
project  will  be  financed  with  proceeds  from  a  bond  measure  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  has 
submitted  for  approval  to  the  voters  and  which  has  been  approved  by  the  voters;  or 

(2)  Any  project  that  is  the  subject  of  a  term  sheet  (or  similar  summary  of  key  terms 
and  conditions)  or  an  exclusive  negotiating  agreement  (or  similar  agreement  setting  for  a 
schedule  and  terms  for  proceedings  towards  final  transactional  documents),  approved  or 
endorsed  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  on  or  after  January  1 ,  2003  but  before  July  1 ,  2004,  or 
that  has  othen/vise  been  approved  or  endorsed  by  the  Board  of  Superyisors  during  such  time 
period,  provided  however,  that  if  the  Board  of  Supervisors  subsequently  elects  to  withdraw 
such  endorsement  or  approval,  this  exemption  shall  not  apply  and  such  project  shall  be 
subject  to  the  terms  of  this  ordinance  to  the  extent  otherwise  applicable;  or 

(3)  Any  project  where  funds  allocated  or  granted  by  the  San  Francisco  County 
Transportation  Authority  ("SFCTA"),  or  other  funds  secured  by  or  requiring  contribution  of 
matching  or  leveraged  SFCTA  funds,  comprise  more  than  seventy-five  percent  (75%)  of  the 
public  monies  for  the  project,  provided  that  the  SFCTA  has  reviewed  and  approved  the  plans 
or  projects  to  be  financed  with  such  funds  from  the  SFCTA;  or 

(4)  Any  project  that  is  a  utility  capital  improvement  project  under  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission. 

SEC.  29.3.  INFORMATION  TO  BE  SUBMITTED  TO  THE  BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS. 

The  Project  Sponsor  shall  submit  to  the  Board  of  Supen/isors  the  following  documents 
and  information  concerning  the  proposed  project: 
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(1)  A  proposed  resolution  for  consideration  and  adoption  by  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  finding  the  plan  to  undertake  and  implement  the  proposed  project  fiscally 
feasible.  The  Mayor,  Director  of  a  Project  Sponsor  department,  or  an  individual  Supervisor 
may  introduce  the  resolution  at  the  Board  of  Supervisors. 

(2)  The  Project  Sponsor  shall  provide  information  about  the  proposed  project, 
including  but  not  limited  to,  a  general  description  of  the  project,  the  general  purpose  of  the 
project,  and  a  fiscal  plan  describing  the  estimated  cost  and  all  known  and  potential  available 
funding  sources  for  the  project.  If  environmental  review  already  has  commenced  for  a  proposed 
project  on  July  1 .  2005.  the  applicant  for  environmental  review  shall  also  identify  costs  it  has 
incurred  for  environmental  review  of  the  project  so  far,  as  well  as  any  other  costs  it  has  incurred  to 
date. 

SEC.  29.7.  APPLICABILITY  OF  THIS  CHAPTER  TO  ON-GOING  ENVIRONMENTAL 
REVIEW. 

(a)  This  Chapter  29  shall  apply  to  any  proposed  project  that  has  not  completed 
environmental  review  pursuant  to  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  as  of  January  27, 
2004.    In  the  event  environmental  review  has  commenced  for  a  proposed  project,  the 
Planning  Department  shall  not  suspend  its  environmental  review  of  the  proiect.  provided  that 
the  Project  Sponsor  submits  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  within  thirty  (30)  days  of  the  effective  date  of 

this  amended  ordinance  no.  .  the  materials  reqidred  by  Section  29.  3  for  a 

determination  of  fiscal  feasibility.  If  a  Project  Sponsor  does  not  submit  the  required  information  within 
the  30'dav  period,  the  Planning  Department  shall  suspend  its  environmental  review  of  the  project  until 
such  materials  are  submitted  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors,    until  the  Board  of  Supervisors  has 
determined  that  thc^roposed  project  is  fiscally  feasible  as  set  forth  in  this  Chapter  29,  provided  dmt 
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?  earlier.  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  in  this  subsection 


this  Chapter  29,  whichever 
29.7,  Chapter  29  shall  not  apply  to  any  project  that  includes  affordable  housing  funded  in 
whole  or  in  part  through  the  Mayor's  Office  of  Housing  ("MOH"),  where  the  environmental 
evaluation  application  for  such  project  was  filed  prior  to  Januan/  27,  2004  and  where  some  or 
all  of  the  MOH  funds  have  been  advanced  to  the  project  prior  to  the  Effective  Date  of  this 
Chapter  29. 

(bj_No  Citv  department  or  agency  shall  take  any  action  to  extend_an^xisting  exclusive 
negotiating  agreement  or  similar  aaLeerrLent  that  has  been  entered  into  priorjp  the  effective 
date  of  this  ordinance  for  a  project  subject  to  this_Secjion  untH  the  Board  of  Supervispr^  h^s 
determined  that  the  project  is  fiscally  feasible  and  responsible  underjhjs  Chapter, 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 

By:  ^X.-y.^^rh.^^^ 
Deputy  City  AttorViey 


Supervisor  Peskin 

BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS 


Pages 

7/12/2005 
n:\govem\to*eo\rentz_5.<Joc 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  i  or  cariton  b  ooodiett  piace 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 

Tails 
Ordinance 

File  Number:       050817  Date  Passed: 

Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  by  amending  Sections  29.1 ,  29.3,  and 
29.7,  to:  include  rent  credits  as  "public  monies"  for  purposes  of  the  Fiscal  Feasibility  Ordinance; 
require  additional  information  from  applicants  for  environmental  review;  suspend  application  to  certain 
projects  undergoing  environmental  review,  and,  bar  City  departments  from  extending  current 
Exclusive  Right  to  Negotiate  agreements  until  fiscal  feasibility  review  has  been  successfully 
completed. 


June  21,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  EUEADING 

Ayes:  7  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
Absent:  3  -  Daly,  Ma,  McGoldrick 
Excused:  I  -  Maxwell 

June  28,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  AMENDED 

Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Ma,  Maxwell, 
Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
Excused:  1  -  McGoldrick 

June  28,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING  AS  AMENDED 
Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Ma,  Maxwell, 
Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
Absent:  1  -  McGoldrick 

July  12,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  AMENDED 

Ayes:  7  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin 
Absent:  3  -  Ma,  Maxwell,  Sandoval 
Excused:  1  -  McGoldrick 

July  12,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING  AS  AMENDED 
Ayes:  6  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin 
Noes:  1  -  Elsbemd 
Absent:  3  -  Ma,  Maxwell,  Sandoval 
Excused:  1  -  McGoldrick 

July  19,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  9  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Ma,  Maxwell,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin, 
Sandoval 

Noes:  1  -  Elsbemd 
Excused:  1  -  McGoldrick 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Printed  at  2:04  PM  on  7/20/05 


File  No.  050817  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  July  19,  2005  by 
the  Board  of  Superviion;  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 
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July  6.  2005 


=ILE  NO.  050254  ORDINANCE  NO.         I  1  \^  ^ 


^Amending  Planning  Code  Section  703.3  to  designate  formula  retail  uses  as  a  conditional  use 
n  the  Small-Scale  Neighborhood  Commercial  District  along  Divisadero  Street  from  Haight  to 
furk  Streets.] 


Ordinance  to  amend  the  Planning  Code  by  amending  section  703.3  to  designate 
Formula  retail  uses  as  a  conditional  use  in  the  Small-Scale  Neighborhood  Commercial 
District  along  Divisadero  Street  from  Haight  to  Turk  Streets  and  making  findings  of 
consistency  with  the  priority  policies  of  Planning  Code  Section  101 .1  and  the  General 
Plan. 

Note:  Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  N'ew  Roman', 

deletions  are  slrikcl4irou^!i  tkilics  Times  ■St^v^tHHun . 

Board  amendment  additions  are  d o u b I e jj_n d g.di n e d . 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  &tfi]4e4hf^gh-f>afmal. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1 .  Findings.  The  Board  of  Supen/isors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
hereby  finds  and  determines  that: 

(a)  Pursuant  to  Planning  Code  Section  302,  the  Board  of  Supen/isors  finds  that  this 
ordinance  will  serve  the  public  necessity,  convenience  and  welfare. 

(b)  Pursuant  to  Planning  Code  Section  101 .1 ,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  finds  that  this 
ordinance  is  consistent  with  the  Priority  Policies  of  Section  101.1(b)  of  the  Planning  Code  and 
with  the  General  Plan  and  hereby  incorporates  a  report  containing  those  findings  as  if  fully  set 
forth  herein.  A  copy  of  said  report  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supen/isors  in  File 
No.  050254  . 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Planning  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
703.3,  to  read  as  follows: 

Sec.  703.3  Formula  Retail  Uses 
(a)  Findings 
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(1)  San  Francisco  is  a  city  of  diverse  and  distinct  neighborhoods  identified  in  large 
part  by  the  character  of  their  commercial  areas. 

(2)  San  Francisco  needs  to  protect  its  vibrant  small  business  sector  and  create  a 
supportive  environment  for  new  small  business  innovations.  One  of  the  eight  Pnority  Policies 
of  the  City's  General  Plan  resolves  that  "existing  neighborhood-serving  retail  uses  be 
preserved  and  enhanced  and  future  opportunities  for  resident  employment  in  and  ownership 
of  such  businesses  enhanced." 

(3)  Retail  uses  are  the  land  uses  most  critical  to  the  success  of  the  City  s 
commercial  districts. 

(4)  Formula  retail  businesses  are  increasing  in  number  in  San  Francisco,  as  they 
are  in  cities  and  towns  across  the  country. 

(5)  Money  earned  by  independent  businesses  is  more  likely  to  circulate  within  the 
local  neighborhood  and  City  economy  than  the  money  earned  by  formula  retail  businesses 
which  often  have  corporate  offices  and  vendors  located  outside  of  San  Francisco. 

(6)  Formula  retail  businesses  can  have  a  competitive  advantage  over  independent 
operators  because  they  are  typically  better  capitalized  and  can  absorb  larger  startup  costs, 
pay  more  for  lease  space,  and  commit  to  longer  lease  contracts.  This  can  put  pressure  on 
existing  businesses  and  potentially  price  out  new  startup  independent  businesses. 

(7)  San  Francisco  is  one  of  a  very  few  major  urban  centers  in  the  state  in  which 
housing,  shops,  work  places,  schools,  parks  and  civic  facilities  intimately  co-exist  to  create 
strong  identifiable  neighborhoods.  The  neighborhood  streets  invite  walking  and  bicycling  and 
the  City's  mix  of  architecture  contributes  to  a  strong  sense  of  neighborhood  community  v/ithin 
the  larger  City  community. 

(8)  Notwithstanding  the  marketability  of  a  retailer's  goods  or  services  or  the  visual 
attractiveness  of  the  storefront,  the  standardized  architecture,  color  schemes,  decor  and 
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ignage  of  many  formula  retail  businesses  can  detract  from  the  distinctive  character  of  certain 
leighborhood  commercial  districts. 

(9)  The  increase  of  formula  retail  businesses  in  the  City's  neighborhood  commercial 
ireas,  if  not  monitored  and  regulated,  will  hamper  the  City's  goal  of  a  diverse  retail  base  with 
listinct  neighborhood  retailing  personalities  comprised  of  a  mix  of  businesses.  Specifically, 
le  unregulated  and  unmonitored  establishment  of  additional  formula  retail  uses  may  unduly 
mit  or  eliminate  business  establishment  opportunities  for  smaller  or  medium-sized 
)usinesses,  many  of  which  tend  to  be  non-traditional  or  unique,  and  unduly  skew  the  mix  of 
)usinesses  towards  national  retailers  in  lieu  of  local  or  regional  retailers,  thereby  decreasing 
he  diversity  of  merchandise  available  to  residents  and  visitors  and  the  diversity  of  purveyors 
)f  merchandise. 

(10)  If,  in  the  future,  neighborhoods  determine  that  the  needs  of  their  neighborhood 
commercial  districts  are  better  served  by  eliminating  the  notice  requirements  for  proposed 
ormula  retail  uses,  by  converting  formula  retail  uses  into  conditional  uses  in  their  distnct,  or 
)y  prohibiting  formula  retail  uses  in  their  distnct,  they  can  propose  legislation  to  do  so. 

(b)      Formula  Retail  Use 

Formula  retail  use  is  hereby  defined  as  a  type  of  retail  sales  activity  or  retail  sales 
establishment  which,  along  with  eleven  or  more  other  retail  sales  establishments  located  in 
he  United  States,  maintains  two  or  more  of  the  following  features:  a  standardized  array  of 
nerchandise,  a  standardized  facade,  a  standardized  decor  and  color  scheme,  a  uniform 
apparel,  standardized  signage,  a  trademark  or  a  servicemark. 

(1)  Standardized  array  of  merchandise  shall  be  defined  as  50%  or  more  of  in-stock 
nerchandise  from  a  single  distributor  bearing  uniform  markings. 
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(2)  Trademark  shall  be  defined  as  a  word,  phrase,  symbol  or  design,  or  a 
combination  or  words,  phrases,  symbols  or  designs  that  identifies  and  distinguishes  the 
source  of  the  goods  from  one  party  from  those  of  others, 

(3)  Servicemark  shall  be  defined  as  word,  phrase,  symbol  or  design,  or  a 
combination  or  words,  phrases,  symbols  or  designs  that  identifies  and  distinguishes  the 
source  of  a  service  from  one  party  from  those  of  others. 

(4)  Decor  shall  be  defined  as  the  style  of  interior  finishings,  which  may  include 
but  is  not  limited  to,  style  of  furniture,  wallcoverings  or  permanent  fixtures. 

(5)  Color  Scheme  shall  be  defined  as  selection  of  colors  used  throughout,  such  as 
on  the  furnishings,  permanent  fixtures,  and  wallcoverings,  or  as  used  on  the  fafade. 

(6)  Facade  shall  be  defined  as  the  face  or  front  of  a  building,  including  awnings, 
looking  onto  a  street  or  an  open  space. 

(7)  Uniform  Apparel  shall  be  defined  as  standardized  items  of  clothing  including  but 
not  limited  to  standardized  aprons,  pants,  shirts,  smocks  or  dresses,  hat,  and  pins  (other  than 
name  tags)  as  well  as  standardized  colors  of  clothing. 

(8)  Signage  shall  be  defined  as  business  sign  pursuant  to  Section  602.3  of  the 
Planning  Code. 

(c)  "Retail  sales  activity  or  retail  sales  establishment"  shall  include  the  follov^ing 
uses,  as  defined  in  Article  7  of  this  code:  "bar,"  'drive-up  facility,"  "eating  and  drinking  use," 
"liquor  store,"  "restaurant,  large  fast-food,"  "restaurant,  small  self-sen/ice,"  "restaurant,  full- 
service,"  "sales  and  service,  other  retail,"  "sales  and  senyice,  retail,"  "movie  theatre,"  "video 
store,"  "amusement  and  game  arcade,"  and  "take-out  food." 

(d)  Formula  Retail  Uses  Permitted.  Any  use  permitted  in  a  Neighborhood 
Commercial  District,  which  is  also  a  "formula  retail  use"  as  defined  in  this  section,  is  hereby 
permitted.  ■ 
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(e)  Formula  Retail  Uses  Prohibited.  Notwithstanding  subsection  (d),  any  use 
ermitted  in  the  Hayes-Gough  Neighborhood  Commercial  District,  which  is  also  a  formula 
2tail  use"  as  defined  in  this  section,  is  hereby  prohibited. 

(f)  Conditional  Uses.  Notwithstanding  subsections  (d)  or  (e),  any  use  permitted  in 
ie  Haight  Street  Neighborhood  Commercial  District  or  m  the  Small-Scale  Neighborhood 
'Commercial  District  alons:  Divisadero  Street,  hounded  by  Ilaight  Street  to  the  south  and  Turk  Street  to 
henorth  (Block  1128.  Lot  20.  Block  1129.  Lots  93  -  106.  Block  1153.  Lots  1-4.  6  and  21-22. 
Hock  1 1 54.  Lots  1 3  -  1 7B  and  35  -  40.  Block  11 55.  Lots  16-21.  Lots  23.  24.  and  36  -  38. 
Uock  1 156.  Lots  4  -  6.  8.  38  and  40-41 .  Block  1 1 79.  Lots  1  -  1 C.  27.  and  29  -  53.  Block 
180.  Lots  12  - 17.  Block  1181.  Lots  14-19.  Block  1182.  Lots  2  -  6.  8.  22-23.  30-60. 
Mock  1201.  Lots  1  -4.  8-  10.  39  -54  and  57-61.  Block  1202.  Lots  2A.  2B.  2J  and  7.  Block 
203.  Lots  17-22.  24  and  37.  Block  1204.  Lots  1  -  1 1A.  Block  1215.  Lots  8  -  16.  Block 
216.  Lots  5.  1.  and  17-18.  Block  1217.  Lots  20-29.  Block  1218.  Lots  1  -8.  29.  32.  and 
iO.  Block  1237.  Lots  1  -7.  Block  1238.  Lots  21  -  27.  Block  1239.  Lot  27  and  Block  1240.  Lot 
.) ,  or  in  the  Neighborhood  Commercial  Cluster  Districts  located  at  Cole  and  Carl  Streets 
Block  1267,  Lot  9,  Block  1268,  Lots  26,  27,  29,  and  29,  Block  1271,  Lots  24,  24A,  243,  25 
md  26,  Block  1272,  Lots  1,2,3,  4,  and  5,  Block  1 278,  Lot  22),  and  at  Parnassus  and  Stanyan 
streets  (Block  1276,  Lot  21),  which  is  also  a  "formula  retail  use"  as  defined  in  this  section,  is 
lereby  permitted  only  as  a  conditional  use.  Additional  criteria  to  be  used  by  the  Planning 
];ommission  when  considering  granting  conditional  use  permits  to  formula  retail  uses  in  these 
iistricts  are  listed  in  Section  303(i.) 

(g)  Neighborhood  Commercial  Notification  and  Design  Review.  After  the  effective 
jate  of  this  ordinance,  any  building  permit  application  for  a  use  permitted  in  a  Neighborhood 
Ilommercial  District  which  is  also  a  "formula  retail  use"  as  defined  in  this  section  shall  be 
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subject  to  the  neighborhood  commercial  notification  and  design  review  procedures  of  Section 
312  of  this  Code. 

(h)  Discretionary  Review  Guidelines.  The  Planning  Commission  shall  develop  and 
adopt  guidelines  which  it  shall  employ  when  considering  any  request  for  discretionary  review 
made  pursuant  to  this  section.  These  guidelines  shall  include  but  are  not  linnited  to 
consideration  of  the  following  factors: 

(1)  Existing  concentrations  of  formula  retail  uses  within  the  neighborhood 
commercial  district. 

(2)  Availability  of  other  similar  retail  uses  within  the  neighborhood  commercial 
district. 

(3)  Compatibility  of  the  proposed  formula  retail  use  with  the  existing  architectural 
and  aesthetic  character  of  the  neighborhood  commercial  district. 

(4)  Existing  retail  vacancy  rates  within  the  neighborhood  commercial  district. 

(5)  Existing  mix  of  Citywide-serving  retail  uses  and  neighborhood-serving  retail  uses 
within  the  neighborhood  commercial  district. 

(i)  Determination  of  Formula  Retail  Use.  After  the  effective  date  of  this  ordinance, 
in  those  areas  in  which  "formula  retail  uses"  are  prohibited,  any  building  permit  application 
determined  by  the  City  to  be  for  a  "formula  retail  use"  that  does  not  identify  the  use  as  a 
"formula  retail  use"  is  incomplete  and  cannot  be  processed  until  the  omission  is  corrected. 
Any  building  permit  approved  after  the  effective  date  of  this  ordinance  that  is  determined  by 
the  City  to  have  been,  at  the  time  of  application,  for  a  "formula  retail  use"  that  did  not  identify 
the  use  as  a  "formula  retail  use"  is  subject  to  revocation  at  any  time. 

After  the  effective  date  of  this  ordinance,  in  those  areas  in  which  "formuia  retail  uses" 
are  subject  to  the  Neighborhood  Commercial  Notification  and  Design  Review  provisions  of 
subsection  (e),  any  building  permit  application  determined  by  the  City  to  be  for  a  "formula 
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retail  use"  that  does  not  identify  the  use  as  a  'formula  retail  use '  is  incomplete  and  cannot  be 
processed  until  the  omission  is  corrected.  After  the  effective  date  of  this  ordinance,  any 
building  permit  approved  that  is  determined  by  the  City  to  be  for  a  'formula  retail  use'  that 
does  not  identify  the  use  as  a  "formula  retail  use"  must  complete  the  Neighborhood 
Commercial  Notification  and  Design  Review  required  in  subsection  (e). 

If  the  City  determines  that  a  building  permit  application  or  building  permit  subject  to  this 
section  of  the  Code  is  for  a  "formula  retail  use,"  the  building  permit  applicant  or  holder  bears 
the  burden  of  proving  to  the  City  that  the  proposed  or  existing  use  is  not  a  formula  retail  use." 

Section  3.  The  Planning  Department  concluded  environmental  reviev/  of  this  ordinance 
pursuant  to  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act.  Documentation  of  that  review  is  on  file 
with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.    050254  . 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


iarah  Ellen  Owsowitz  L/ 
3eputy  City  Attorney 
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FILE  NO.  050830  ORDINANCE  NO 


Amendment  of  the  V/hole 
July  6,   2005  ^ 


[Zoning  -  Allow  Tourist  Hotels  of  75  Rooms  or  Less  in  the  SSO  District  as  conditional  uses.l 

Ordinance  amending  tlie  San  Francisco  Planning  Code  by  amending  Sections  803  4 

and  818^  and  adding  Section  818.78  to  Table  818  to  allow  a  tourist  hotel  of  75  rooms  or 

less  as  a  principal  permitted  conditional  use  in  the  SSO  {Service/Secondary  Office 

District);  adopting  findings. 

Note:  Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman; 

deletions  are  strifcethrough  italics  Times  New  Roman. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  double  uDderlinecl. 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  etrikothfough  normal. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 

Section  1.  Findings.  Pursuant  to  Planning  Code  Section  302,  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  finds  that  because  this  legislation  will  allow  as  a  conditional  use  a  small  hotel  in 
the  area  near  Caltrain,  it  will  serve  the  public  necessity,  convenience  and  general  welfare. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Planning  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending 
Sections  803.4  and  818,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  803.4.  USES  PROHIBITED  IN  SOUTH  OF  MARKET  DISTRICTS. 

(a)      Uses  which  are  not  specifically  listed  in  this  Article  or  Article  6  are  not 
permitted  unless  they  qualify  as  a  nonconforming  use  pursuant  to  Sections  180  through  186.1 
of  this  Code  or  are  determined  by  the  Zoning  Administrator  to  be  permitted  uses  in 
accordance  with  Section  307(a)  of  this  Code.  Uses  not  permitted  in  any  South  of  Market 
District  include,  but  are  not  limited  to,  the  following:  Adult  entertainment,  bookstore  or  theater; 
amusement  game  arcade  or  similar  enterprise;  shooting  gallery;  general  advertising  signs, 
except  in  the  South  of  Market  General  Advertising  Special  Sign  District;  animal  kennel,  riding 
academy  or  livery  stable;  automobile,  truck,  van,  recreational  vehicle/trailer  or  camper  sales, 
lease  or  rental;  auto  tow  of  inoperable  vehicles;  auto  wrecking  operation:  drive-up  facility; 
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hotel  (except  as  permitted  as  a  conditional  use  as  provided  in  Planning  Code  Section  818. 
Service/Secondary  Office  District),  motel,  hostel,  inn,  or  bed  and  breakfast  establishment; 
heavy  industry  subject  to  Section  226(e)  through  (w)  of  this  Code;  junkyard;  landing  field  for 
aircraft;  massage  establishment  subject  to  Section  218.1  of  this  Code;  mortuary;  movie 
theater  and  sports  stadium  or  arena. 

(b)  No  use,  even  though  listed  as  a  permitted  use  or  otherwise  allowed,  shall 
be  permitted  in  a  South  of  Market  district  which,  by  reason  of  its  nature  or  manner  of 
operation,  creates  conditions  that  are  hazardous,  noxious,  or  offensive  through  the  emission 
of  odor,  fumes,  smoke,  cinders,  dust,  gas,  vibration,  glare,  refuse,  water-carried  waste,  or 
excessive  noise. 

(c)  The  establishment  of  a  use  that  sells  alcoholic  beverages,  other  than 
beer  and  wine,  concurrent  with  motor  vehicle  fuel  is  prohibited,  and  shall  be  governed  by 
Section  229. 

Sec.  818.  SSO- SERVICE/SECONDARY  OFFICE  DISTRICT. 

The  Service/Secondary  Office  District  (SSO)  is  designed  to  accommodate  small-scale 
light  industrial,  home  and  business  sen/ices,  arts  activities,  live/work  units,  and  small-scale 
professional  office  space  and  large-floor-plate  "back  office"  space  for  sales  and  clerical  work 
forces.  Nighttime  entertainment  is  permitted  as  a  conditional  use.  Dwelling  units  and  group 
housing  are  permitted  as  conditional  uses.  Demolition  or  conversion  of  existing  group 
housing  or  dwelling  units  requires  conditional  use  authorization. 

Office,  general  commercial,  most  retail,  service  and  light  industrial  uses-pand  small 
hotels  of  75  rooms  or  loss  are  principal  permitted  uses.  Large  hotel,  movie  theater,  adult 
entertainment  and  heavy  industrial  uses  are  not  permitted. 
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Small  hotels  of  75  rooms  or  less  are  permitted  in  this  District  only  as  a  conditional  use. 
Any  such  conditional  use  authorization  requires  a  conditional  use  finding  that  disallows  project 
proposals  that  displace  existing  Production.  Distribution  and  Repair  (PDR)  uses. 

Section  3.  The  San  Francisco  Planning  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  adding  Section 
818.78  to  Table  818,  to  read  as  follows; 

No.  Zoning  Category^  References  Controls 

818.78  Hotel  Tourist  if  75  rooms  or  less      ^  890.46  PQ 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


JUDITH  A.  BOYAJIAN  i 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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NO.  050917 


ORDINANCE  NO.     /  y^-OS~ 


Planning  Department  fee  increases  and  permit  surcharge  to  cover  costs  of  appeals  to  the 
Joard  of  Supervisors.] 


)rdinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Planning  Code  by  amending  Sections  352  and 

155  and  by  amending  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  by  amending  Section 

H.22  to  increase  planning  fees  and  add  a  surcharge  to  compensate  the  City  for  the 

;osts  of  appeals  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors;  making  environmental  findings. 

Note:  Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  New  Rr)nian\ 

deletions  are  ^fink-eth rough  italics  Times  A'cw  R^^nnm. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  d o u b  1  ^u n d_erii n e d . 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  stfike^hr^^t^gh-fwr-mal. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 

Section  1.  The  San  Francisco  Planning  Department  has  determined  the  proposed  fees 
:o  be  exempt  from  the  requirements  of  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEOA) 
Dursuant  to  CEQA  Guidelines  Section  15273(a),  which  exempts  rates,  tolls,  fares  and  charges 
5uch  as  those  proposed  here. 

Section  2.  The  San.  Francisco  Planning  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending 
Sections  352,  353,  355  and  356,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  352.  COMMISSION  AND  ZONING  ADMINISTRATOR  HEARING 
APPLICATIONS. 

(a)      Conditional  Use  (Section  303),  Planned  Unit  Development  (Section  304), 
Variance  (Section  305),  Downtown  (C-3)  District  Review  (Section  309)  and  Coastal  Zone 
Permit  (Section  330)  Applications  Commission  Hearing  Fee  Schedule: 

Estimated  Construction  Cost       initial  Fee 

Less  than  $9,999  S704 

$10,000  to  $999,999  $704  plus  .324%  of  cost  over  310,000 
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$1,000,000  to  $4,999,999 
$5,000,000  to  $9,999,999 
$10,000,000  to  $19,999,999 
$20,000,000  or  more 
No  construction  cost 


$3,91 1  plus  .387%  of  cost  over  $1 ,000,000 
$1 9,391  plus  .324%  of  cost  over  $5,000,000 
$35,591  plus  ,169%  of  cost  over  $10,000,000 
$52,491 
$704 


The  appliccmt  shall  he  charged  for  any  time  and  materials  beyond  the  initial  fee  paid  in  Section 
'52(a),  as  set  forth  in  Section  350(c).  A  $309  $111  surcharge  shall  he  added  to  the  fees  for  a 
onditional  use  or  planned  unit  development  to  compensate  the  City  for  the  costs  of  appeals  to  the 
3oard  of  Supervisors. 

(b)      Variance  (Section  305) 

Estinnated  Construction  Cost 

Less  than  $9,999 

$10,000  to  $999,999 

$1,000,000  to  $4,999,999 

$5,000,000  to  $9,999,999 

$10,000,000  to  $19,999,999 

$20,000,000  or  more 

No  construction  cost 


Initial  Fee 
$601 

$601  plus  .227%  of  cost  over  $10,000 
$3,343  plus  .331  %  of  cost  over  $1 ,000,000 
$16,583  plus  .277%  of  cost  over  $5,000,000 
$30,433  plus  .145%  of  cost  over  $10,000,000 
$44,933 
$601 

(c)      Downtown  (C-3)  District  Review  (Section  309)  and  Coastal  Zone  Permit  (Section 
330)  Applications  Commission  Hearing  Fee  Schedule: 
Estimated  Construction  Cost       Initial  Fee 
Less  than  $9,999  $356 

$10,000  to  $999,999  $356  plus  .164%  of  cost  over  $10,000 

$1 .000,000  to  $4,999,999  $1 ,979  plus  .1 96%  of  cost  over  $1 ,000,000 
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$5,000,000  to  $9,999,999  $9,81 9  plus  .1 64%  of  cost  over  5,000.000 

$10,000,000  to  $19,999,999        $18,019  plus  .086%  of  cost  over  $1 0.000,000 
$20,000,000  or  more  S26,61 9 

No  construction  cost  S356 

(1 )  Applications  with  Verified  Violations  of  this  Code:  Tinne  and  materials  as  set  forth 
1  Section  350(c). 

(2)  Where  an  applicant  requests  two  or  more  approvals  involving  a  conditional  use. 
lanned  unit  development,  variance,  Downtown  {C-3)  District  Section  309  review,  certificate  of 
ppropriateness,  permit  to  alter  a  significant  or  contributory  building  both  within  and  outside  of 
Conservation  Districts,  or  a  coastal  zone  permit  review,  the  amount  of  the  second  and  each 
ubsequent  initial  fees  shall  be  reduced  to  50  percent  plus  time  and  materials  as  set  forth  in 
Jection  350(c).  This  subsection  shall  not  apply  to  Section  309(a)  exceptions  (Section  353(a)). 

(3)  Minor  project  modifications  requiring  a  public  hearing  to  amend  conditions  of 
jpproval  of  a  previously  authorized  project,  not  requiring  a  substantial  reevaluation  of  the  prior 
juthorization:  $800  plus  time  and  materials  as  set  forth  in  Section  350(c). 

(4)  The  applicant  shall  be  charged  for  any  time  and  materials  beyond  the  initial  fee 
)aid  in  Section  352(a),  as  set  forth  in  Section  350(c). 

(5)  An  applicant  proposing  significant  revisions  to  a  project  for  which  an  application 
s  on  file  with  the  Planning  Department  shall  be  charged  time  and  materials  to  cover  the  full 
;osts  in  excess  of  the  fee  paid,  not  to  exceed  three  times  the  original  fee  without  providing  an 
estimate  of  cost. 

(6)  For  agencies  or  departments  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  the  initial 
ree  for  applications  shall  be  based  upon  the  construction  cost  as  set  forth  above;  provided, 
lowever,  that  the  initial  fee  shall  not  exceed  the  initial  fee  established  for  projects  v/ith  a 
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instruction  cost  of  $5,000,000.  For  those  projects  with  a  construction  cost  of  $5,000,000  or 
ore,  the  agency  or  department  shall  be  charged  for  any  time  and  materials  beyond  the  initial 
e  paid,  not  to  exceed  three  times  the  amount  of  the  initial  fee. 

(d)  Discretionary  Review  Request:  $187.50  $200.00  for  the  first  three  hours  of  staff 
ne  as  set  forth  in  Section  350(c).  Mandatory  discretionary  reviews:  $2,183. 

(e)  Institutional  Master  Plan  (Section  304.5). 

(1)  Full  Institutional  Master  Plan  or  Substantial  Revision:  $6,500  plus  time  and 
aterials  as  set  forth  in  Section  350(c). 

(2)  Abbreviated  Institutional  Master  Plan:  $650  plus  time  and  materials  as  set  forth 
Section  350(c). 

(f)  Land  Use  Amendments  and  Related  Plans  and  Diagrams  of  the  San  Francisco 
eneral  Plan:  Fee  based  on  the  Department's  estimated  actual  costs  for  time  and  materials 
jquired  to  review  and  implement  the  requested  amendment,  according  to  a  budget  prepared 
y  the  Director  of  Planning,  in  consultation  with  the  sponsor  of  the  request. 

(g)  General  Plan  Referrals:  $300  for  first  three  hours  of  staff  time  plus  time  and 
materials  for  each  subsequent  hour  of  staff  time,  as  set  forth  in  Section  350(c).  Total  charge 
ot  to  exceed  $1 ,500,  without  providing  an  estimate  of  cost. 

(h)  Redevelopment  Plan  Review:  The  Director  of  Planning  shall  prepare  a  budget  to 
over  actual  time  and  materials  expected  to  be  incurred,  in  consultation  with  the 
Redevelopment  Agency.  A  sum  equal  to  1/2  the  expected  cost  will  be  submitted  to  the 
)epartment,  prior  to  the  commencement  of  the  review.  The  remainder  of  the  costs  will  be  due 
it  the  time  the  initial  payment  is  depleted. 

(i)  Reclassify  Property  or  Impose  Interim  Zoning  Controls:  $8,878. 
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(1)  The  applicant  shall  be  charged  for  any  time  and  materials  as  set  forth  in  Section 

50(c). 

(2)  Applications  with  Verified  Violations  of  this  Code:  Time  and  materials  as  set  forth 
Section  350(c). 

(j)      Setback  Line,  Establish.  Modify  or  Abolish;  SI  ,500. 

(k)  Temporary  Use  Fees:  $1  GO  for  first  hour  of  staff  time  plus  time  and  matenals  as 
3t  forth  in  Section  350(c). 

(I)  Amendments  to  Text  of  the  Planning  Code:  $21 ,787  plus  time  and  matenals  as 
et  forth  in  Section  350(c). 

(m)     Initiation  of  Residential  Conservation  Controls  by  neighborhood  groups  and 
ssociations:  $6,200  for  each  initiation. 

(n)  Zoning  Administrator  Conversion  Determinations  Related  to  Sen/ice  Station 
Conversions  (Section  228.4):  Basic  commission  hearing  fee  schedule  with  no  construction 
ost  as  set  forth  in  Section  352(a)  plus  time  and  materials  as  set  forth  in  Section  350(c). 

SEC.  355.  PERMIT  APPLICATIONS. 

(a)      Building  permit  applications  for  a  new  building,  change  in  use  or  alter  the 
iXteriorof  an  existing  building,  to  be  collected  by  Central  Permit  Bureau;  provided,  however, 
lat  the  fees  charged  for  Planning  Department  approval  at  the  Construction  Services  Center 
Drthe  replacement  of  windows  and  doors  shall  be  reduced  to  1/2  the  fee  set  forth  below. 

Estimated  Construction  Cost       Initial  Fee 

$0  -  $499  $190 

$500  or  loss  $190 

S§04$500  to  $1,999  $190  plus  1 0%  of  cost  over  S500 

$2,000  to  $9,999  S2m  ^340  plus  2%  of  cost  over  $2,000 
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$10,000  to  $99,999 


$100,000  to  $499,999 


$%QQ  S409  plus  .45%  of  cost  over  $10,000  plus 
$91  Discretionary  Review  Surcharge 
$^  $905  $814  plus  .35%  of  cost  over  $100,000 


plus  $91  Discretionary  Review  Surcharge 


$500,000  to  $4,999,999 


$2,165  $2,305  $2.214  plus  .27%  of  cost  over 


$500,000  plus 


$91  Discretionary  Review  Surcharge 


$5,000,000  or  more 


SH.SIS  $  J  4,364  plus  $91  Discretionary  Review 


Surcharge 


No  construction  cost 


$490 12£  plus  time  and  materials  in  excess  of  fee 


paid,  total  charge  not  to  exceed  five  times  the  initial 


fee,  without  providing  an  estimate  of  cost  plus  $91 


Discretionary  Review  Surcharge. 


(1 )  Applications  with  Verified  Violations  of  this  Code:  Time  and  materials  as  set  forth 
n  Section  350(c). 

(2)  Back-Check  Fee  for  Permit  Revisions:  $^  $100  for  first  hour  of  staff  time  plus 
iime  and  materials  as  set  forth  in  Section  350(c),  to  be  collected  at  time  of  permit  issuance. 

(3)  Shadow  Fee  for  New  Construction  or  Alteration  Exceeding  40  Feet  in  Height 
(Section  295):  Additional  $882  plus  time  and  materials  as  set  forth  in  Section  350(c). 

(4)  Public  Notification  Fee  for  Projects  Requiring  Public  Notice  Pursuant  to  Section 
311:  $40  for  first  hour  of  staff  time,  plus  time  and  materials  as  set  forth  in  Section  350(c). 

(5)  For  projects  with  a  construction  cost  of  $5,000,000  or  more,  the  applicant  shall 
be  charged  the  permit  fee  for  a  project  with  a  $5,000,000  construction  cost. 

(6)  Permits  for  solar  panels  shall  be  1/2  the  above  fee.  Over-the-counter  permits  for 
solar  equipment  installation:  $100.00. 
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(b)  Demolition  Applications,  to  be  Collected  by  Central  Pernnit  Bureau:  S400. 

(c)  Fire,  Police  and  Health  Department  Permit  Applications  Review:  $45  for  first 
^ou^  of  staff  time  plus  time  and  materials  to  be  collected  by  the  other  departments  in 
conjunction  with  current  fee  collections,  time  and  materials  not  to  exceed  five  times  the  initial 
ee  without  providing  an  estimate  of  cost. 

(d)  Sign  Applications,  to  be  Collected  by  Central  Permit  Bureau:  $90. 

Section  3.  The  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending 
Section  31 .22,  to  read  as  follows: 
SEC.  31.22.  BASIC  FEES. 

(a)      The  following  basic  fees  shall  be  charged  by  the  Planning  Department,  as 
specified  in  Section  31.21  above: 

(1)      For  an  initial  study  of  a  project  excluding  use  of  special  expertise  or  technical 
assistance,  as  described  in  Section  31.21  below,  the  initial  fee  shall  be: 

—  Where  the  total  estimated  construction  cost  as  defined  by  the  San  Francisco 
Building  Code  is  less  than  $10,000:  $950; 

—  Where  said  total  estimated  construction  cost  is  310,000  or  more,  but  less  than 
$200,000:  $3,957  PLUS  1.838%  of  the  cost  over  810,000; 

—  Where  said  total  estimated  construction  cost  is  $200,000  or  more,  but  less  than 
$1 .000,000:  $7,449  PLUS  1 .390%  of  the  cost  over  $200,000; 

—  Where  said  total  estimated  construction  cost  is  $1 ,000,000  or  more,  but  less 
than  $10,000,000:  $18,569  PLUS  1 .166%  of  the  cost  over  $1 ,000.000; 

—  Where  said  total  estimated  construction  cost  is  $10,000,000  or  more,  but  less 
than  $30,000,000:  $123,509  PLUS  .359%  of  the  cost  over  S1 0.000,000; 
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—  Where  said  total  estimated  construction  cost  is  $30,000,000  or  more,  but  less 
lan  550,000.000:  $195,309  PLUS  .135%  of  the  cost  over  $30,000,000; 

—  Where  said  total  estimated  construction  cost  is  $50,000,000  or  more,  but  less 
lan  $100,000,000:  $222,309  PLUS  .032%  of  the  cost  over  $50,000,000; 

—  Where  said  total  estimated  construction  cost  is  $100,000,000  or  more: 
238,309  PLUS  .014%  of  the  cost  over  $100,000,000. 

—  Where  there  is  no  construction  cost:  $950;  plus  time  and  materials  as  set  forth  in 
ubsection  (b)(2). 

A  S^08$1_1_1^  surcharge  shall  be  added  to  the  fees  in  Section  3L22(a}  to  compensate  the  City 
->r  the  costs  of  appeals  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors. 

An  applicant  proposing  significant  revisions  to  a  project  for  which  an  application  is  on 
le  with  the  Planning  Department  shall  be  charged  time  and  materials  to  cover  the  full  costs  in 
ixcess  of  the  fee  paid,  total  charge  not  to  exceed  three  times  the  initial  fee  without  providing 
in  estimate  of  cost. 

(2)      For  preparation  of  an  environmental  impact  report  excluding  use  of  special 
jxpertise  or  technical  assistance,  as  described  in  Section  31 .22  below,  the  initial  fee  shall  be: 

—  Where  the  total  estimated  construction  cost  as  defined  in  the  San  Francisco 
building  Code  is  less  than  $200,000:  $21 ,244; 

—  Where  said  total  estimated  construction  cost  is  $200,000  or  more,  but  less  than 
l^  ,000,000:  $21 ,244  PLUS  .532%  of  the  cost  over  $200,000; 

—  Where  said  total  estimated  construction  cost  is  $1,000,000  or  more,  but  less 
;han  $10,000,000:  $25,500  PLUS  .359%  of  the  cost  over  $1 ,000,000; 

—  Where  said  total  estimated  construction  cost  Is  $10,000,000  or  more,  but  less 
[han  $30,000,000:  $57,810  PLUS  .147%  of  the  cost  over  $10,000,000; 
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—  Where  said  total  estimated  construction  cost  is  $30,000,000  or  nnore,  but  less 
han  $50,000,000:  $87,201  $87.210  PLUS  .040%  of  the  cost  over  530.000,000, 

—  Where  said  total  construction  cost  is  $50,000,000  or  more,  but  less  than 
1100,000,000:  $95,210  PLUS  .040%  of  the  cost  over  $50,000,000; 

—  Where  said  total  estimated  construction  cost  is  $100,000,000  or  more: 
5115,210  PLUS  .014%  of  the  cost  over  $100,000,000. 

—  Where  there  is  no  construction  cost;  $21 ,244  plus  time  and  materials  as  set  forth 
n  Subsection  (b)(2). 

Projects  sponsored  by  City  agencies  shall  be  only  subject  to  time  and  material  costs 
ncurred. 

An  applicant  proposing  significant  revisions  to  a  project  for  which  an  application  is  on 
lie  with  the  Planning  Department  shall  be  charged  time  and  materials  to  cover  the  full  costs  in 
3xcess  of  the  fee  paid,  total  charge  not  to  exceed  three  times  the  initial  fee  without  providing 
an  estimate  of  cost. 

(3)  For  an  appeal  to  the  Planning  Commission;  The  fee  shall  be  S200  to  the 
appellant,  and  an  additional  fee  shall  be  paid  by  the  project  sponsor  based  on  the  time  and 
materials  the  Planning  Department  expends  in  responding  to  the  appeal;  provided,  however, 
that  this  additional  fee  shall  not  exceed  three  times  the  cost  of  the  initial  evaluation  as  set  forth 
in  Paragraph  (1)  above  without  providing  an  estimate  of  costs. 

(4)  For  preparation  of  an  addendum  to  an  environmental  impact  report  that  has 
previously  been  certified,  pursuant  to  Section  15164  of  the  State  CEQA  Guidelines;  55,000. 

(5)  For  preparation  of  a  supplement  to  a  draft  or  certified  final  environmental  imoact 
report:  One-half  of  the  fee  that  would  be  required  for  a  full  environmental  impact  report  on  the 
same  project,  as  set  forth  in  Paragraph  (2)  above. 
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(6)  For  reevaluation  of  a  modified  project  for  which  a  negative  declaration  has  been 
■epared:  $500  plus  time  and  materials  as  set  forth  in  Subsection  (b)(2). 

(7)  For  preparation  of  a  Certificate  of  Exemption  from  Environmental  Review 
Btermining  that  a  project  is  categorically  exempt,  statutorily  exempt,  ministerial/nonphysical, 

1  emergency,  or  a  planning  and  feasibility  study:  $150  plus  time  and  materials  as  set  forth  in 
ubsection  (b)(2). 

(8)  For  preparation  of  a  letter  of  exemption  from  environmental  review:  $65. 

(9)  For  reactivating  an  application  that  the  Environmental  Review  Officer  has 
eemed  withdrawn  due  to  inactivity  and  the  passage  of  time,  subject  to  the  approval  of  the 
nvironmental  Review  Officer  and  within  six  months  of  the  date  the  application  was  deemed 
'ithdrawn:  $1 ,000  plus  time  and  materials  to  cover  any  additional  staff  costs,  total  charge  not 
)  exceed  twice  the  initial  fee  for  the  original  application  without  providing  an  estimate  of  cost. 

(1 0)  For  an  appeal  of  certification  of  EIR.  Appellant  shall  pay  two  hundred  nine 
ollars  ($209.00)  for  an  appeal  of  the  Planning  Commission's  certification  of  an  EIR  to  the 
ioard.  Such  fee  shall  be  used  to  defray  the  cost  of  producing  the  EIR  for  the  Board  as  well 
s  the  cost  of  Planning  Department  staff  time.  Such  fee  shall  be  refunded  to  the  appellant  in 
-le  event  the  Board  of  Supervisors  remands  the  environmental  impact  report  to  the  Planning 
i^ommission  for  revisions  based  upon  the  same  specific  issues  related  to  the  adequacy  and 
iccuracy  of  the  final  EIR  stated  in  the  appeal. 

(b)  Payment. 

(1)     The  fee  specified  in  Subsection  (a)(1)  shall  be  paid  to  the  Planning  Department 
it  the  time  of  the  filing  of  the  environmental  evaluation  application,  and  where  an 
jnvironmental  impact  report  is  determined  to  be  required,  the  fee  specified  in  Subsection 
a)(2)  shall  be  paid  at  the  time  the  preliminary  draft  environmental  impact  report  1  (PDEIR  1 ) 
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prepared,  except  as  specified  below.  However,  the  Director  of  Planning  may  authorize 
hased  collection  of  the  fee  for  a  project  whose  work  is  projected  to  span  more  than  one  fiscal 
Bar. 

(2)  The  Planning  Department  shall  charge  the  applicant  for  any  timie  and  matenal 
DSts  incurred  in  excess  of  the  fee  paid  where  authorized  above.  The  total  additional  charge 
hall  not  exceed  two  times  the  initial  fee  paid  without  providing  an  estimate  of  cost.  Provided, 
owever,  that  where  a  different  limitation  on  time  and  materials  is  set  forth  elsewhere  in  this 
ection,  that  limitation  shall  prevail. 

(3)  Any  fraternal,  charitable,  benevolent  or  any  other  nonprofit  organization,  which 
rganization  is  exempt  from  taxation  under  the  Internal  Revenue  laws  of  the  United  States 
nd  the  Revenue  and  Taxation  Code  of  the  State  of  California  as  a  bona  fide  fraternal, 
haritable,  benevolent  or  other  nonprofit  organization,  may  defer  payment  of  the  fees 
pecified  herein,  with  the  exception  of  the  fees  payable  pursuant  to  Section  31.22(a)(3)  and 
Section  31 .22(a)(10)  herein,  until  the  time  of  issuance  of  the  building  permit,  before  tne 
luilding  permit  is  released  to  the  applicant;  or  (2)  within  one  year  of  the  date  of  completion  of 
he  environmental  review  document,  whichever  is  sooner,  provided  that  the  application  is  for 
he  development  of  residential  units  all  of  which  units  are  affordable  to  low  and  moderate 
ncome  households,  as  defined  in  the  Guidelines  of  the  United  States  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  Department,  for  a  period  of  20  years,  which  exemption  shall  apply 
lotwithstanding  the  inclusion  in  the  development  of  other  nonprofit  ancillary  or  accessory 
jses. 

(4)  An  exemption  from  paying  the  full  fees  set  forth  in  Section  31 .22(a)(3)  and 
Section  31 .22(a)(10)  herein  may  be  granted  when  the  requestor's  income  is  not  enough  to 
Day  the  fee  without  affecting  his  or  her  abilities  to  pay  for  the  necessities  of  life,  provided  that 
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le  person  seeking  the  exemption  demonstrates  to  the  Environmental  Review  Officer  that  he 
^  she  is  substantially  affected  by  the  proposed  project. 

(5)      Exceptions  to  the  payment  provisions  noted  above  may  be  made  when  the 
nvironmentai  Review  Officer  has  authorized  phased  collection  of  the  fee  for  a  project  whose 
ork  is  projected  to  span  more  than  one  fiscal  year. 

(c)  Refunds.  When  a  request  for  an  initial  evaluation  or  for  preparation  of  an 
nvironmentai  impact  report  is  (1)  either  withdrawn  by  the  applicant  prior  to  publication  of  an 
nvironmentai  document  or  (2)  deemed  canceled  by  the  Planning  Department  due  to  inactivity 
n  the  part  of  the  applicant,  then  the  applicant  shall  be  entitled  to  a  refund  of  the  fees  paid  to 
ie  Department  less  the  time  and  materials  expended  minus  a  $200  processing  fee. 

(d)  Late  Charges  and  Collection  of  Overdue  Accounts.  A  surcharge  of  one  percent 
er  month  shall  be  added  to  the  fee  amount  owing  the  Department  for  fee  accounts  in  arrears 
nore  than  30  days.  The  Zoning  Administrator  may  call  upon  other  City  agencies  or  duly 
censed  collection  agencies  for  assistance  in  collecting  delinquent  accounts  more  than  six 
nonths  in  arrears,  in  which  case  any  additional  costs  of  collection  may  be  added  to  the  fee 
imount  outstanding.  If  the  Department  seeks  the  assistance  of  a  duly  licensed  collection 
jgency,  the  approval  procedures  of  Administrative  Code  Article  5,  Section  10.39-1  et  seq.  will 
)e  applicable. 
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(e)      These  amendments  to  fees  related  to  the  Planning  Department  are  intended  to 
le  revenues  for  the  staffing  and  other  support  necessary  to  provide  more  timely 
ssing  of  applications  within  that  Department. 


\PPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS^.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 

jUDITH  A.  BOYAJIAN^V 
v_^eputy  City  Attorney 
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City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Tails 


City  Hall 
1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlctt  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 


Ordinance 


File  Number: 


050917 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Planning  Code  by  amending  Sections  352  and  355  and  by 
amending  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  by  amending  Section  31.22  to  increase  planning 
fees  and  add  a  surcharge  to  compensate  the  City  for  the  costs  of  appeals  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors; 
making  environmental  findings. 


July  12,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  CONTINUED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Ma,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

July  19,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Ma,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

July  26,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 


Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Ma,  Maxwell,  McGoldrick, 
Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
Excused:  1  -  Daly 


CUy  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
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Printed  at  10:22  AM  on  7/27/05 


File  No.  050917  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

vva;,  FINALLY  PASSED  on  July  26,  2<>05  b) 
the  Board  of  SupervLsors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 
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FILE  NO.  050983 


ORDINANCE  NO, 


[Clarifying  that  the  Bureau  of  Delinquent  Revenue  is  authorized  to  add  costs  incurred  in 
collecting  money  owed  to  the  city  to  the  original  charge  and  to  collect  those  costs  from  the 
debtor.] 

Ordinance  amending  Chapter  10,  Article  V  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  by 
amending  Section  10.41-1  to  authorize  the  Bureau  of  Delinquent  Revenue  Collection  to 
collect  costs  incurred  in  collecting  claims  for  money  ovjed  to  the  City,  to  add  those 
costs  to  the  original  charge  and  to  collect  those  costs  from  the  debtor. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  The  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending 
Section  10.40-1,  to  read  as  follows: 

Sec.  10.40-1  RECOVERY  OF  COLLECTION  COSTS. 

The  Bureau  of  Delinquent  Revenue  Collection  is  authorized  to  collect  reasonable 
attorney's  fees,  collection  fees,  and  other  costs  incurred  in  prosecuting  collect m2  claims  for 
money  owed  to  the  City.  These  costs  mav  he  added  to  the  original  char'jc  and  may  he  collected  from 


Note: 


the  debtor. 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 
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FiLE  NO.      050984  ORDINANCE  NO^ 


[Increasing  fees  for  certain  sen/ices  provided  by  the  Medical  Examiner.] 

Ordinance  making  environmental  findings,  and  amending  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code  Section  8.14,  to  increase  the  fees  for  forensic  non-medical 
examiner  or  outside  county  autopsy,  disaster  bags,  removal  of  remains,  and  storage  of 
remains. 

Note:  Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman; 

deletions  are  strikcthrough  Ualics  Times  New  Roman. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  d oy b.lejirid^ljjigd . 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  strikotl^refctgh  normal. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 


Section  1.  Findings,  The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions 
contemplated  in  this  Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality 
Act  (California  Public  Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file 
with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.  OS  C>^         and  is  incorporated 
herein  by  reference. 


Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending 
Section  8.14,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC=  8.14.  MEDICAL  EXAMINER'S  FEES  FOR  COPIES  OF  DOCUMENTS  AND  CERTAIN 
SERVICES. 

(a)  The  Medical  Examiner  is  hereby  authorized  to  charge  fees  to  defray  the  cost  of  the 
issuance  of  the  following  mentioned  documents  and  the  providing  of  the  following  services. 
Any  persons  requesting  or  requiring  such  documents  or  sen/ices  shall  pay  the  following  fees: 

Proof  of  death  for  insurance  purposes   $  5.00 
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Statement  to  attending  physician  at  death   5.00 

Certified  copy  of  verdict  of  inquest   5.00 

Non-contagious  letter   5.00 

Certified  copy  of  Medical  Exanniner's 

Report   30.00 

Copy  (not  certified)  of  Medical  Examiner's 

Report   0.10/page 

Disaster  bags  for  decomposed,  accident 

or  infectious  cases   2^rW  41.00 

Forensic  autopsy  performed  on  non- 
Medical  Examiner's  cases  or 

outside  county   2,000.00  3,000.00 

X-rays   100.00  each 

Copies  of  X-rays   20.00  each 

Re-cut  microscopic  slides   20.00  each 

Outside  use  of  facilities  for  identification 

of  remains   30.00 

Storage  of  remains  for  funeral  directors 

for  other  than  Medical  Examiner's 

cases,  per  day   51.00 

Removal  of  remains  at  Medical 


Examiner's  Office  prior  to  completion  of 
investigation  (Govt.  Code  Sec.  27472),  Medical 
Examiner's  cases.  (The  charge,  if  not  paid, 
may  be  considered  a  part  of  the  funeral 
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expense  and  paid  as  a  preferred  charge 

against  the  estate  of  the  decedent.)   iOO.OO  35U.O0 

Storage  of  remains  following  completion  of 

investigation  and  notification  of  family  or 

funeral  director  of  completed  investigation, 

Medical  Examiner's  cases,  per  day   50.00  51.00 

Removal  and  storage  of  remains  from 

rest  homes  or  other  agencies  that 

have  no  facilities  for  cold  storage   100.00 

Direct  cremation  of  remains   700.00 

Autopsy  reports  to  hospitals  and  attending 

physicians   5.00 

Certified  copy  of  letter  confirming  death 

pending  completion  of  autopsy   5.00 

Forensic  alcohol  report   10.00* 

Supporting  documentation  for  results  of 

forensic  alcohol  report   6.00/page 

Blood  quantitation  for  drugs   250.00  ner  druo 

Urine  testing  for  drugs   250.00  per  dru2 

Gastric  screen   150.00 

Tissue  screen   175.00 

Preparation  of  Toxicology  specimen 

for  shipment  for  retesting  by  a  private  lab   50.00 

Specimen  storage   25.00  per  tjwnth 

Pre-trial  conference  at  Medical 
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Examiner's  Office  for  non-criminal 


or  out-of-county  cases   100.00/hour 

Pre-trial  conference  at  county 

of  request   250.00/hour** 

Deposition  at  Medical  Examiner's 

Office   150.00/hour 

Deposition  outside  of  Medical 

Examiner's  Office   200.00/hour** 

Court  testimony,  toxicologist   250.00/hour** 

Court  testimony,  forensic  pathologist   500.00/hour** 

Court  testimony,  medical  technologist 

or  investigator   250.00/hour** 


*Court  travel,  and  expert  fees  will  be  added. 

**Travel  and  accommodation  charges  will  be  the  responsibility  of  requesting  agency. 

All  cases  brought  into  the  Medical  Examiner's  Office  facility  shall  be  billed  for 
transportation,  personnel  handling,  and  storage  costs,  except  for  the  following  categories  of 
cases: 

(1 )  Decedents  under  1 4  years  of  age; 

(2)  Homicides; 

(3)  In  custody  or  police-involved  cases; 

(4)  Indigents  (County  disposition); 

(5)  Cases  in  which  private  charitable  funds  available  to  pay  funeral  costs  would 
thereby  be  reduced  so  as  to  preclude  payment; 

(6)  Cases  specifically  exempted  by  the  Medical  Examiner  or  his  designee. 
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(b)  Beginning  with  fiscal  year  2003-2004.  fees  set  in  this  Section  may  be  adjusted 
each  year,  without  further  action  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  to  reflect  changes  in  the 
relevant  Consumer  Price  Index,  as  determined  by  the  Controller. 

No  later  than  April  15^^  of  each  year,  the  Medical  Examiner's  Office  shall  submit  its 
current  fee  schedule  to  the  Controller,  who  shall  apply  the  phce  index  adjustment  to  produce 
a  new  fee  schedule  for  the  following  year. 

No  later  than  May  1 5"^  of  each  year,  the  Controller  shall  file  a  report  with  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  reporting  the  new  fee  schedule  and  certifying  that;  (a)  the  fees  produce  sufficient 
revenue  to  support  the  costs  of  providing  the  sePv'ices  for  which  each  fee  is  assessed,  and  (b) 
the  fees  do  not  produce  revenue  which  is  significantly  more  than  the  costs  of  providing  the 
services  for  which  each  fee  is  assessed. 

(c)  All  fees  received  for  documents  and  services  mentioned  in  this  Section  shall  be 
deposited  with  the  Treasurer  and  shall  be  used  to  defray  the  costs  incurred  by  the  Medical 
Examiner  in  issuing  such  documents  or  providing  such  sen/ices. 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 

By:     rr/zfA./yi:  £..M 

ALEETA  M.  VAN  RUNKLE^  ^ 
Deputy  City  Attorney  "''^''^ 
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FILE  NO, 


050985 


ORDINANCE  NO 


[Patient  Rates] 

Ordinance  amending  Section  128  of  the  San  Francisco  Health  Code  to  set  patient 
rates  and  other  services  provided  by  the  Department  of  Public  Health,  effective  July 
1,  2005. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco- 

Section  1.  The  San  Francisco  i-Health  Code  is  hereby  amenoed  by  amending  Section 

128,  to  read  as  follows; 

Sec.  128  PATIENT  RATES.  (2)  The  Boaid  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of 

San  Francisco  does  hereby  determine  and  fix  the  proper  reasonable  aiTiounts  to  be 

charged  to  persons  for  services  furnished  by  the  Department  of  Public  Health  as  follows. 

which  rates  shall  be  effective  for  services  delivered  as  of  July  /,  2(JU5. 

TYPE  OF  SERVICE  UNIT  AMOUNT 

COMMUNITY  HEALTH  NETWORK 

San  Francisco  General  Hospital 
In  General 

Surgical  Supplies  Special         Special  Pnce 


Note: 


Price  List 


List 
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Pharmacy  (IP) 
Medical  Supplies 


Diagnostic  Radiology 
Clinical  Lab 


Anatomic  Pathology 
Surgical  Services  ~  Women's  Options  Procedure 
All  Other  Special  Seivices 


In-Patient  Care 

Medical  Surgical  Day 

Intensive  Care  Day 

Intensive  Care  -  Trauma  Day 

Coronary  Care  Day 

Chest-Pulmonary  Day 

Stepdown  Units  Day 

Pediatrics  Day 

Obstetrics  Day 
Nursery 


Special  Special  Price 

Price  List  List 

Special  Special  Price 

Price  List  List 

Special  Special  Price 

Price  List  List 

Special  Special  Price 

Price  List  List 

Special  Special  Price 

Price  List  List 

Special  Special  Price 

Price  List  List 

Special  Special  Price 

Price  List  List 

2,723  2J_95 

5,445  5, 990 

5,445  5J90, 

5,445  5^90 

4,538  £992 

3,933  4J26 

2,723  2,995 

2,723  2,995 
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New  Born 

Observation/Well  Baby 

Semi-Intensive  Care 

Intensive  Care 
Labor/Delivery  -  6G 
Labor/Delivery  Hours  of  Stay 
Psychiatric  Inpatient 
Psychiatric  Forensic  Inpatient  -  7L 
AIDS  Unit-5A 
Security  Unit  -  7D 
Skilled  Nursing  Facility 

Mental  Rehab  Unit 

Adult  Residential  Facility 

Respiratory  Therapy 
02  Therapy 

Surgical  Services 

Minor  Surgery  Pre-Op  Holding  Room 
Minor  Surgery  I  (Come  &  Go) 
Minor  Surgery  I  (Come  &  Go) 
Minor  Surgery  I  (Come  &  Go) 


Day  1,392  L53I 

Day  2,420  2,662 

Day  3,630  3.993 

Day  5,445  5.990 

Day  2,156  1372 

Hour  121  JJ3 

Day  2,723  1995 

Day  2,723  2.995 

Day  2.723  2.995 

Day  2,723  ^995 

Day  1,089  t.j_9Ji 


©ay  1-v089 


Day 

90C  (Under 

Special 

Price  List) 

Day 

N/A 

200 

Hour 

Jl 

Room 

253 

1/4  Hour 

363 

1/2  Hour 

720 

yi 

3/4  Hour 

1.089 

1.1 98 

Mayor 


Page  3  of  12 


1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


Minor  Surgery  1  (Come  &  Go) 

Full  1  Hour 

1,425 

1568 

Minor  Surgery  1  (Come  &  Go) 

Ea.  Add'l  1/4  Hr. 

363 

399 

Minor  Surgery  II 

1st  Hour 

1,557 

1,713 

Minor  Surgery  11 

Ea.  Add'l  1/2  Hr. 

776 

854 

Major  Surgery  Pre-Op  Holding 

Room 

253 

278 

Major  Surgery  1 

1st  Hour 

2,343 

2,577 

Major  Surgery  1 

Add'!  1/2  Hour 

820 

902 

Major  Surgery  II 

1st  Hour 

2,640 

2/904 

Major  Surgery  II 

Add'l  1/2  Hour 

913 

1,004 

Major  Surgery  III 

1st  Hour 

2,937 

im 

Major  Surgery  III 

Add'l  1/2  Hour 

1,083 

1.191 

Extraordinai-y  Surgery 

1st  Hour 

3,223 

3,545 

Extraordinary  Surgery 

Add'l  1/2  Hour 

1,188 

LAQ7 

Surgery  (2  Teams) 

Procedure 

4,554 

5,009 

Surgery  (2  Teams) 

Add'l  1/2  Hour 

1,551 

1, 706 

Surgery  (3  Teams) 

Procedure 

5,863 

6,449 

Surgery  (3  Teams) 

Add'l  1/2  Hour 

1,914 

2  A  05 

Major  Trauma  III 

First  Hour 

4,620 

■1-082. 

Major  Trauma  III 

Subsequent  Hours  1,716 

1,888 

Major  Trauma  11 

First  Hour 

3,630 

L993 

Major  Trauma  11 

Subsequent  Hours  1,166 

1283 

Major  Trauma  1 

First  Hour 

2,761 

3,037 

Major  Trauma  1 

Subsequent  Hours  968 

J.  065 

Recovery  Room 

1st  Hour 

908 

999 

Recovery  Room 

2nd  Add'l  Hour 

220 

242_ 
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Recovery  Room 
Anesthesia 
Anesthesia 
Laser  Treatment 

Trauma  Care 

Trauma  Activation  -Admitted/Expired 
Trauma  Activation  -  Treated  & 
Released 

Consultation 

Pediatric  -  Admitted/Expired 
Pediatric  -  Treated  &  Released 
Pediatric  -  Consultation 

Emergency  Clinic 

Level  I 
Level  II 
Level  III 
Level  IV 
Level  V 
Level  VI 
Resuscitation 

Psychiatric  Emergency  Services 

Crisis  Intervention  -  PES 


3rd  Add'l  Hour  138  752 

First  1/2  Hour  720  792 

Add'l  Minute  34  37 

Procedure  2,354  2589 

Q^-VisU  6,050  8.000 

Day-VjsU  3,784  8.000 

Day  Visa  1.012  2.300 

Day-VisU_  6,050  8.000 

Qay-Vjjiii  3,773  .ViJ['j 

Day-Visii  1,018  :j_OU 

Room  143  152 

Room  1 87  206 

Room  594  653 

Room  1,143  1.257 

Room  1,711  1.882 

Room  3.4  5  4  3. 799 

2,393  2.632 

495  545 
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Crisis  Stabilization  -  PES  110  W 

General  Clinic 

Initial 

E/M  Focused  Exam  Visit  138  152 

E/M  Expanded  Exann  Visit  231  254 

E/M  Detailed  Exam  Visit  264  m 

E/M  Comprehensive  Exam  Visit  352  557 

E/M  Complex  Exam  Visit  440  484 

Targeted  Case  Management  Visit  363  399 

Established  Patient 

E/M  Brief  Exam  Visit  88  P7 

E/M  Focused  Exam  Visit  121  133. 

E/M  Expanded  Exam  Visit  160  176 

E/M  Detailed  Exam  Visit  226  249 

E/M  Comprehensive  Exam  Visit  352  387 

Consultation 

E/M  Focused  Consult  Visit  115  127 

E/M  Expanded  Consult  Visit  187  206 

E/M  Detailed  Consult  Visit  187  206 

E/M  Comprehensive  Consult  Visit  248  273_ 

E/M  Complex  Consult  Visit  363  399 

Use  of  Exam  Room  -  Brief  Exam  Room  83  £7 

Primary  Care 

Initial 

\ 
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E/M  Focused  Exam 
E/M  Expanded  Exam 
E/M  Detailed  Exam 
E/M  Comprehensive  Exam 
E/M  Complex  Exam 
Targeted  Case  Management 
Established  Patient 
E/M  Brief  Exam 
E/M  Focused  Exam 
E/M  Expanded  Exam 
E/M  Detailed  Exam 
E/M  Comprehensive  Exam 

Dental  Services 

Initial  Complete  Exam 

Periodic  Exam 

Prophylaxis  -  Adult 

Prophylaxis  -  Child 

Extract  Single  Tooth 

One  Surface,  Permanent  Tooth 

Home  Health  Services 

Skilled  Nursing 

Home  Health  Aide  Services 

Medical  Social  Sen/ices 


Visit  138  152 

Visit  171  m 

Visit  248  273 

Visit  308  339 

Visit  484  531 

Visit  264  290 

Visit  66  73 

Visit  99  IJ)9 

Visit  160  176 

Visit  248  Z73_ 

Visit  292  32l_ 

Visit  61  67 

Visit  61  67 

Visit  83  91 

Visit  77  85 

Visit  121  133 

Visit  99  109 

Visit  187  206 

Visit  99  /09 

Visit  259  285 
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Physical  Therapy  Visit  215  257 

Occupational  Therapy  Visit  215  237 

Speech  Therapy  Visit  214  235, 

LAGUNA  HONDA  HOSPITAL 
Regular  Hospital  Rates 

Acute  Day  1,920  2 J 12 

Rehabilitation  Day  1,920  2 J 12 

Skilled  Nursing  Facility  Day  410  451 

All  Inclusive  Rates 

Acute  Per  Diem  2,520  2J72- 

Rehabilitation  Per  Diem  2,100  2J10 

Skilled  Nursing  Facility  Day  477  525 


POPULATION  HEALTH  &  PREVENTION 

Community  Mental  Health  Services 
24-Hour  Service 

Inpatient 
Skilled  Nursing 

Psychiatric  Health  Facility  (PHF) 
Crisis  Residential 
Residential 


24  Hours  2,723  2,995 

24  Hours  550  575 

24  Hours  525  560 

24  Hours  325  335 

24  Hours  165  170 
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Day  Services 

Day  Rehabilitation  Full  Day  140  N5 

Day  Rehabilitation  Half  Day  90  95 

Day  Treatment  Intensive  Full  Day  225  235 

Day  Treatment  Intensive  Half  Day  160  J 65 

Day  Treatment  Intensive  (children)      Half  Day  235  245 

Crisis  Socialization  Hour  90  95 

Crisis  Stabilization  Hour  110  UO 

Socialization  Hour  40  £5 

Outpatient  Services 

Case  Management  Brokerage  Hour  130  755 

Mental  Health  Services  Hour  180  185 

Therapeutic  Behavioral  Services  Hour  140  185 

Medication  Support  Hour  310  325_ 

Crisis  Intervention  Hour  270  280 

Community  Substance  Abuse  Services 

Residential  -  Detoxification  24  Hours  120  121 

Residential  -  Basic  24  Hours  115  120 

Residential  -  Family  24  Hours  190  [95 

Residential  -  Medical  Support  24  Hours  280  290 

Recovery  Home  24  Hours  95  100 

Therapeutic  Community  24  Hours  110  115 
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Day  Care  Rehabilitative 

Per  Visit 

135 

140 

Outpatient  -  Individual  Counseling 

Per  Visit 

135 

L40 

Outpatient  -  Group  Counseling 

Per  Visit 

70 

21 

Prevention/Intervention 

Hour 

65 

68 

Methadone 

Per  Day 

35 

36 

Buprenorphine 

Per  Day 

60 

63 

Naltrexone 

Per  Visit 

55 

58 

Levoalphacethimethadol  (LAAM) 

Per  Dose 

55 

58 

Narcotic  Treatment  Program  - 

Per  10  minutes 

35 

36 

Individual  Counseling 

Narcotic  Treatment  Program  -  Per  10  minutes      10  77 


Group  Counseling 


Vital  Records 

Birth  Certificate 


Death  Certificate 


Per  Certificate 


Per  Certificate 


Permit  -  Disposition  of  Human  Remains  Per  Permit 


Rates  Per 
State  of 
California 
Rates  Per 
State  of 
California 
Rates  Per 
State  of 
California 


Rates  Per 
State  of 
California 
Rates  Per 
State  of 
California 
Rates  Per 
State  of 
California 
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Out-of-Country  Cross  File  Fee  Per  Certificate 


Death  Certificate  FAX  Filing  Fee-  Per  Year  50 
Mortuary 

Letter  of  Non-Contagious  Disease  Per  Letter  10 

Expedited  Registration  of  Vital  Event  Per  Event  40 

Medical  Cannabis  ID  Card  25_ 

— Electronic  /Internet  Transaclion-Fee  Per  Transact  ion  ^ 

Telephone  /  FAX  Transaction  Fee  Per  Transaction  5 

Expedited  Delivery  of  Documents  Per  Delivery  Market  ^  5 

Reproduction  of  Dociwients  Per  Paoe  N/A 


Rates  Per 
Stale  of 
California 

50 

10 
40 
50 


Market  *  15 
2 


Adult  Immunization  Clinic 

Vaccines 
Hepatitis  A 
Hepatitis  B 
Influenza 
FluMist 


Other  Vaccines 


Per  Injection 
Per  Injection 
Per  Injection 
Per  Dose 


Per  Injection 


45  45 

50  50 

20 

30 (Under  30 
Special 
Price  List) 
Special 
Price  List 


Special  Pnce 
List 
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APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


By: 


Aleeta  Van  Runkle 


Deputy  City  Attorney 
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Ordinance  amending  Section  128  of  the  San  Francisco  Healttn  Code  to  set  patient  rates  and  other 
services  provided  by  the  Department  of  Public  Health,  effective  July  1 ,  2005. 


July  12,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  CONTINUED 
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Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
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File  No.  050985  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  July  26,  2005  by 
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FILE  NO.  050986 


AS  AMENUEU    IN  CUMMi iTtt 

ORDINANCE  NO. 


[Public  Works  Code  occupancy  assessment  fees  for  various  encroachments.] 

Ordinance  amending  the  Public  Works  Code  to  amend  Section  723.2  to  adopt  a  public 
right-of-way  occupancy  assessment  fee  for  minor  sidewalk  encroachments,  to  amend 
Section  724.1  to  modify  the  public  right-of-way  occupancy  assessment  fee  for 
temporary  street  occupancy  permits;  and  to  add  Section  786.7  to  adopt  a  public  right- 
of-way  occupancy  assessment  fee  for  street  encroachments;  and  making 
environmental  findings. 

Note:  Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman\ 

deletions  are  strikclhrough  italics  Times  New  Roman. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  double  uji_derlin_ed. 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  strikethrough  nof-mal. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 

Section  1.  The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in 
this  Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California 
Public  Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  Vv'ith  the  Clerk  of 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.  050986  and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending 
Section  723,2,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  723.2.  MINOR  SIDEWALK  ENCROACHMENTS. 

(a)  The  Director  of  Public  Works  may  grant  permission,  revocable  at  his  or  her  will,  to 
an  owner  of  property  abutting  any  court,  alley  or  street  to  install  and  maintain  minor 
encroachments  such  as  fences,  retaining  walls,  steps  or  stairways  and  other  minor  structures 
in  the  sidewalk  fronting  such  property  where  such  encroachments  are  desirable  or  convenient 
in  conjunction  with  the  owner's  use  and  enjoyment  of  the  property,  or  required  for  the  safety, 
convenience  and  comfort  of  the  public  using  the  sidewalk. 
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i^Such  encroachments  shall  not  occupy  more  than  10  percent  of  the  area  of  the 
sidewalk  fronting  the  property  nor  more  than  25  percent  of  the  width  of  the  sidewalk,  unless 
the  Director  of  Public  Works  determines  that  such  restrictions  are  not  applicable  due  to  the 
nature  of  the  encroachment.  The  Director  may  require  further  restrictions  or  modifications  and 
impose  such  conditions  as  he  or  she  deems  necessary.  No  advertisement  shall  be  permitted 
on  the  encroachments. 

fc)  In  considering  the  issuance  of  permits  under  the  provisions  of  this  Section,  the 
Director  of  Public  Works  shall  give  due  regard  to  the  location,  neighborhood  pattern, 
anticipated  pedestrian  traffic,  access  requirements  of  the  Fire  Department,  and  to  the 
convenience  and  necessities  of  the  owners,  occupants  or  tenants  of  offices,  stores  or  shops  in 
the  vicinity. 

fd)  The  owner  of  the  real  property  or  the  owner's  authorized  agent  applying  for  a 
permit  under  the  provisions  of  this  Section  shall  agree  to  hold  harmless  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco,  its  officers,  agents,  and  employees,  from  any  damage  or  injury  caused  by 
reason  of  the  installation  or  maintenance  of  the  encroachment  in  the  sidewalk,  and  the  owner 
or  owners  or  subsequent  owner  or  owners  of  the  respective  real  property  shall  be  solely  liable 
for  any  damage  or  loss  occasioned  by  any  act  or  neglect  in  respect  to  the  installation  or 
maintenance  of  the  encroachments  in  the  sidewalk. 

fe)  Each  permit  issued  under  the  provisions  of  this  Section  shall  not  become  effective 
until  the  permit  has  been  signed  by  the  owner  or  the  owner's  authorized  agent  and  a  copy 
thereof  has  been  recorded  in  the  office  of  the  Recorder  of  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco;  provided,  however,  that  within  15  days  following  the  approval,  denial  or  revocation 
of  a  permit  by  the  Director,  any  person  may  file  a  notice  of  appeal  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board 
of  Supervisors.  In  the  alternative,  when  the  encroachment  is  related  to  building  construction, 
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rehabilitation  or  maintenance,  any  person  may  appeal  the  encroachment  permit  decision  to 
the  Building  inspection  Commission.  A  person  waives  his  or  her  right  to  appeal  to  the  Building 
Inspection  Commission  encroachment  permit  decisions  relating  to  building  construction, 
rehabilitation  or  maintenance  by  instead  filing  the  appeal  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of 
Supervisors.  No  encroachment  permit  decision  may  be  appealed  to  both  bodies 

(f)  For  purposes  of  this  Section,  an  encroachment  permit  is  related  to  building 
construction,  rehabilitation  or  maintenance  when  the  object  of  the  encroachment  permit 
affects  the  applicant's  ability  to  construct,  repair  or  maintain  the  building. 

/^Upon  filing  the  appeal  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  the  appeal  shall  be  referred  to 
the  full  Board  for  hearing. 

(h)  The  Clerk  of  the  Board  shall  set  a  time  and  place  for  hearing  such  appeal,  which 
shall  be  not  less  than  10  nor  more  than  30  days  after  such  filing. 

iTLPending  decision  by  the  Board  of  Supenyisors  or  the  Building  Inspection 
Commission,  the  permit  approvaldecision  by  the  Director  shall  be  suspended.  The  Board  of 
Supervisors  may  disapprove  the  appeal  Director's  permit  decision  only  by  a  vote  of  not  less 
than  2/3  of  all  members  of  the  Board.  In  the  event  that  one  or  more  of  the  full  membership  of 
the  Board  is  disqualified  or  excused  from  voting  because  of  an  interest  prohibited  by  general 
law  or  the  San  Francisco  Charter,  any  such  disapproval  shall  be  by  a  vote  of  all  members  of 
the  Board  that  are  not  disqualified  or  excused.  The  Board  of  Supervisors  must  decide  such 
appeal  within  30  days  of  the  time  set  for  the  hearing  thereon,  provided  that,  if  the  full 
membership  of  the  Board  is  not  present  on  the  last  day  on  which  said  appeal  is  set  or 
continued  for  hearing  within  said  period,  the  Board  may  postpone  said  hearing  and  decision 
thereon  until,  but  not  later  than,  the  full  membership  of  the  Board  is  present;  provided,  further, 
that  the  latest  date  to  which  said  hearing  and  decision  may  be  so  postponed  shall  be  not  more 
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than  90  days  from  the  date  of  filing  of  the  appeal.  Failure  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  act 
within  such  time  limit  shall  be  deemed  to  constitute  approval  by  the  Board  of  the  action  of  the 
Director  of  Public  Works. 

iiLBefore  issuance  of  the  permit,  the  applicant  shall  be  required  to  pay  to  the 
Department  of  Public  Works  a  fee  as  set  forth  in  Section  2. 1. 1  et  seq.  and  a  public  nsht-of-wav 
occupancy  assessment  fee  as  set  forth  in  Subsection  (m).  needed  to  equal  the  actual  cost  of  inspection 
and  investigation  as  determined  by  the  Department  of  Public  Works,  not  to  exceed  $200.  All  payments 
received  under  the  provisions  of  this  Section  shall  be  deposited  to  the  Special  Engineering  Inspection 
Fund  of  said  Department. 

i^Nothing  in  this  Section  shall  be  construed  as  authorizing  the  Director  of  Public 
Works  to  grant  permit  for  any  encroachment  which  he  or  she  determines  to  be  inimical  to  the 
health,  welfare,  safety  and  best  interest  of  the  general  public,  or  in  violation  of  the  Charter  or 
laws  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  or  laws  of  the  State  of  California. 

(I)  The  Board  of  Supervisors  or  the  Building  Inspection  Commission  may  affimn, 
reverse  or  modify  any  permit  decision  made  by  the  Director  of  Public  Works  under  the 
provisions  of  this  Section.  The  decision  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  or  the  Building  Inspection 
Commission  is  final. 

(m)  The  Board  of  Supervisors  reserves  the  right  to  exact  a  license  fee  or  rental  public 
risht-of-way  occupancy  assessment  fee  for  the  use  of  the  sidewalk  or  other  public  right-of-way 
space  permitted  under  the  provisions  of  this  Section. 

fl)  In  accordance  with  Subsection  (m)  the  public  right-of-way  occupancy  assessment 
fee  for  minor  sidewalk  encroachments,  whether  permitted  or  unpermitted,  shall  be  an  annual  fee  of 
$3. 00  per  square  foot  of  occupancy  of  the  sidewalk  or  other  public  risht-of-way  space.  For  purposes  of 


Mayor  Newsom 

BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS 


Page  4 
6/28/2005 

c;\docume~1\gjohnson\locals~1\temp\notes4641  b7\encfee2.doc 


1 

2 
3 
4 

5 
6 
7 

8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


calculating  the  assessment  fee,  the  Department  shall  charge  no  less  than  SI 00.00 per  year  even  though 
the  calculated  square  footage  charge  for  the  encroachment  may  result  in  a  smaller  assessment  fee. 

 (2)  The  public  right-of-way  occupancy  assessment  fee  shall  he  subject  to  the  review  and 

adjustment  procedures  as  forth  in  Sections  2.1.1  et  seq. 

 (3)  The  public  right-o  f-way  occupancy  assessment  fee  .shall  not  be  charged  to  any 

federal  state,  or  local  governmental  agencies,  commission,  or  departments. 

 (4)  Notwithstanding  this  Subsection  (m),  the  public  riiiht-of-\vay  assessment  fee  for 

underground  vaults  shall  be  as  specified  in  Section  2. 1. 1  et  seq. 

Section  3.  Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code  is  hereby  amended  by 
amending  Section  724.1  as  follows: 

SEC.  724.1 .  TEMPORARY  OCCUPANCY  OF  STREET  -  FEES  TO  BE  PAID 

(a)  No  permit  shall  be  issued  to  a  private  or  public  entity  for  the  temporary 
occupancy  of  the  street  for  building  construction  operations  unless  a  fee  and  public  right-of- 
way  occupancy  assessment  are  paid.  The  fee  shall  be  $10.45,  per  month,  per  20  linear  feet, 
or  fraction  thereof,  occupied  as  measured  parallel  with  the  face  of  curb.  In  addition  to  the  fee, 
the  permit  applicant  shall  pay  a  public  right-of-way  occupancy  assessment  of  %^^-44~0.00.  per 
month,  per  20  linear  feet,  or  fraction  thereof,  occupied  as  measured  parallel  v/ith  the  face  of 
curb.  For  purposes  of  calculating  fees  and  assessment  costs,  the  Department  shall  use  one- 
month  increments  even  though  the  permittee  may  occupy  for  less  than  a  one-month  term. 

(b)  For  temporary  street  space  occupancy  for  any  purpose  other  than  a 
building  construction  operation,  the  fee  shall  be  $50  per  day  with  no  assessment  cost.  Unless 
specified  otherwise,  such  occupation  is  subject  to  all  provisions  of  Sections  724  et  seq. 

(c)  Nonprofit  organizations  with  tax  exempt  status  under  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  shall  be  exempt  from  payment  of  the  fee  where  the  street  occupancy  is 
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necessary  for  the  development  of  low  and  moderate  income  housing  as  defined  by  the  United 
States  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development. 

(d)  Refund.  If  a  permittee  elects  to  relinquish  all  or  a  portion  of  the  occupied 
street  space  prior  to  termination  of  the  permit,  the  permittee  may  seek  a  refund  of  fees  and 
occupancy  assessment  from  the  Department.  There  shall  be  no  fee  charged  for  a  refund 
request.  Refunds  shall  be  issued  based  only  on  one-month  increments. 

(e)  Fee  and  Assessment  Review.  Beginning  with  fiscal  year  2003-2004,  the 
permit  fee  and  street  occupancy  assessment  set  forth  in  this  Section  may  be  adjusted  each 
year,  without  further  action  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  to  reflect  changes  in  the  relevant 
Consumer  Price  Index,  as  determined  by  the  Controller.  No  later  than  April  15th  of  each  year, 
the  Director  shall  submit  its  current  fee  and  occupancy  assessment  schedule  to  the  Controller, 
who  shall  apply  the  price  index  adjustment  to  produce  a  new  fee  schedule  and  occupancy 
assessment  for  the  following  year.  No  later  than  May  15th  of  each  year,  the  Controller  shall 
file  a  report  with  the  Board  of  Supervisors  reporting  the  new  fee  schedule  and  occupancy 
assessment  and  certifying  that:  (a)  the  permit  fees  produce  sufficient  revenue  to  support  the 
costs  of  providing  the  services  for  which  the  permit  fee  is  assessed,  and  (b)  the  permit  fees  do 
not  produce  revenue  which  is  significantly  more  than  the  costs  of  providing  the  services  for 
which  each  permit  fee  is  assessed.  Notwithstanding  the  above,  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  in 
its  discretion,  may  modify  the  street  occupancy  assessment  at  any  time. 

(f)  Additional  Fees.  In  instances  where  administration  of  this  permit  program 
or  inspection  of  a  street  space  occupancy  is  or  will  be  unusually  costly  to  the  Department,  the 
Director,  in  his  or  her  discretion,  may  require  an  applicant  or  permittee  to  pay  any  sum  in 
excess  of  the  amounts  charged  above.  This  additional  sum  shall  be  sufficient  to  recover 
actual  costs  incurred  by  the  Department  and  shall  be  charged  on  a  time  and  materials  basis. 
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The  Director  also  may  charge  for  any  time  and  materials  costs  incurred  by  other  agencies, 
boards,  commissions,  or  departments  of  the  City  in  connection  with  the  administration  or 
inspection  of  the  street  space  occupancy.  Whenever  additional  fees  are  charged,  the 
Director,  upon  request  of  the  applicant  or  permittee,  shall  provide  in  writing  the  basis  for  the 
additional  fees  and  an  estimate  of  the  additional  fees. 

Section  4.  The  San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  adding 
Section  786.7  as  follows: 

SEC.  786. 7.  PUBLIC  RIGHT-OF-  WA  Y  OCCUPANCY  ASSESSMENT  FEE  FOR  STREET 
ENCROACHMENTS 

fa)  The  Board  of  Supervisors  reserves  the  risht  to  exact  a  public  ri^hl-of-wav  occupancy 
assessment  fee  for  the  use  of  the  street  or  other  public  right-of-way  space  permilieci  under  the 
provisions  of  Sections  786  et  seq. 

(b)  In  accordance  with  Subsection  (a)  the  public  right-of-way  occupancy  assessment  fee  for 
street  encroachments,  whether  permitted  or  unpermitted,  shall  be  an  annual  fee  of  S3. 00  per  square 
foot  of  occupancy  of  the  street  or  other  public  right-of-way  space.  For  purposes  of  calculating,  the 
assessment  fee,  the  Department  shall  charge  no  less  than  $100.00  per  year  even  thoush  the  calculated 
square  footage  charge  for  the  encroachment  may  result  in  a  smaller  assessment  fee. 

(c)  If  the  Board  of  Supervisors  has  imposed  an  annual  public  right-of-wa\'  occupanc\' 
assessment  fee  for  a  street  encroachment  permit,  the  permittee  shall  pay  the  greater  of  the  Board- 
adopted  fee  or  the  assessment  fee  set  forth  in  Subsection  fb). 

(d)  The  public  right-of-way  occupancy  assessment  fee  shall  he  subject  to  the  review  and 
adjustment  procedures  as  forth  in  Sections  2. 1. 1  et  seq 

(e)  The  public  right-of-way  occupancy  assessment  fee  shall  not  he  charged  to  any  federal,  state, 
or  local  governmental  agencies,  commission,  or  departments. 
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Section  4.  This  section  is  uncodified.  The  Board  of  Supervisors  urges  the  Director  of 
the  Department  of  Public  Works  and  the  Tax  Collector  to  coordinate  on  establishing  a  billing 
system  so  that  real  property  tax  bills  will  include  a  line  item  for  payment  of  any  annual  public 
right-of-way  occupancy  assessment  fees  authorized  under  the  Public  Works  Code. 
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RECOMMENDED: 

DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS 


By:  

Edwin  M.  Lee 

Director  of  Public  Works 


RECOMMENDED:  APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 

DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS  DENNIS  J.  HERRERA 

City  Attorney 


By:   By: 


Robert  P.  Beck  John  D.  Malamut 

Deputy  Director  of  Engineering  Deputy  City  Attorney 
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Ordinance  amending  the  Public  Worl<s  Code  to  amend  Section  723.2  to  adopt  a  public  right-of-way 
occupancy  assessment  fee  for  minor  sidewalk  encroachments,  to  amend  Section  724.1  to  modify  the 
public  right-of-way  occupancy  assessment  fee  for  temporary  street  occupancy  permits;  and  to  add 
Section  786.7  to  adopt  a  public  right-of-way  occupancy  assessment  fee  for  street  encroachments;  and 
making  environmental  findings. 
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Divided  in  Committee. 

06/30/05 


FILE  NO.  OS-Of^^ 


ORDINANCE  NO. 


[Golf  Fees  -  Harding  Park,  Golden  Gate  Park.] 

Ordinance  making  environmental  findings  and  amending  the  San  Francisco  Park  Code, 
Article  12,  by  amending  Sec.  12.12  to  increase  the  fees  at  Harding  Park  and  Fleming 
Golf  Courses;  amending  Sec.  12.16  to  increase  the  fees  at  Golden  Gate  Park  Golf 
Course;  amending  Sec.  12.20  to  authorize  an  annual  cost  of  living  increase  in  golf  fees; 
and  amending  Sec.  12.33  to  set  a  maximum  fee  for  golf  cart  rentals. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  Findings. 

The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in  this 
Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California  Public 
Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.). 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Park  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
12.12,  to  read  as  follows: 

Sec.  12.12.  FEES  AT  HARDING  PARK  AND  FLEMING  GOLF  COURSES. 

(a)  Greens  Fees.  The  Recreation  and  Park  Commission  (the  "Commission")  is  hereby 
authorized  to  charge  greens  fees  at  Harding  Park  and  Fleming  Golf  Courses  (collectively,  the 
"Golf  Courses")  in  the  manner  and  in  conformance  with  the  standards  set  fonh  herein. 


generate  an  average  minimum  of  $4,278,000.00  annual  revenues  in  2002  dollars  (  Target 
Revenues")  at  the  Golf  Courses  in  the  first  five  fiscal  years  of  operation  following  reopening  of 
the  Golf  Courses  after  renovation  ("Years  1  -  5")  (and  subject  thereafter  to  annual  increases 


Note: 


Additions  are  sinsle-underline  iialics  Times  Sew  Roman; 
deletions  are  strike  through  iialics  Times  Sevr-lioman . 
Board  amendment  additions  are  double  underlined. 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  stfikothrough  noFFT^i. 


(1)  Target  Revenues.  Greens  fees  shall  be  set  at  such  levels  to  cumulatively 
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in  the  amount  of  increases  in  the  applicable  Consumer  Price  Index  as  described  in  Section 
12.12(e)  below),  which  amount  shall  be  prorated  if  the  Golf  Courses  reopen  with  less  than  a 
full  fiscal  year  remaining  in  Year  1 .  In  setting  greens  fees  to  achieve  the  Target  Revenues,  it 
shall  be  assumed  that  legal  residents  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  who  hold 
current  and  valid  cards  issued  for  a  fee  by  the  Recreation  and  Park  Department  (the 
"Department")  identifying  them  as  residents  of  the  City  ("Residents")  shall  play  65%  of  rounds 
at  Harding  Park  Golf  Course,  which  represents  historic  levels  of  Resident  play,  and  that  an 
average  of  76,560  rounds  shall  be  played  each  full  year  at  Harding  Park  Golf  Course  during 
Years  1  -  5  and  an  average  of  64,600  rounds  each  full  year  at  Fleming  Golf  Course  during 
Years  1-5. 

(2)  Optional  Discounts.  Greens  fees  at  Harding  Park  Golf  Course  may  be 
discounted  for  weekday  rounds  played  by  either  Residents  or  non-residents,  for  weekday  or 
weekend  rounds  played  by  Resident  junior  or  senior  golfers,  and  for  twilight  rounds  played  by 
either  Residents  or  non-residents.  The  Commission  also  may  establish  discounted  greens 
fees  for  playing  only  the  back  nine  holes  at  Harding  Park  Golf  Course.  Greens  fees  may  be 
discounted  for  certain  non-residents  who  live  within  close  geographic  proxinnity  to  the  Golf 
Courses  or  who  play  with  Residents  ("Bay  Area  Residents").  If  the  Commission  approves  a 
discounted  rate  for  Bay  Area  Residents,  the  Commission  shall  set  standards  defining  who 
shall  qualify  for  such  discounted  rate  and  shall  limit  the  number  of  rounds  at  that  discounted 
rate  for  Bay  Area  Residents  to  no  more  than  5,000  annually. 

(3)  Optional  Premium  Rates.  In  exchange  for  advance  reserved  tee  times,  non- 
residents may  be  charged  premium  rates  at  Harding  Park  Golf  Course. 

(4)  Caps.  Regardless  of  any  discounts  for  certain  subcategories  of  play,  the 
average  cost  per  round  of  Resident  greens  fees  at  Harding  Park  Golf  Course  across  any  and 
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all  subcategories  of  Resident  play  (weekday,  weekend,  senior  and  junior)  fees  shall  not 
exceed  $28  in  Year  1.  The  average  cost  per  round  of  non-resident  greens  fees  at  Harding 
Park  Golf  Course  across  any  and  all  subcategories  of  non-resident  play  (weekday,  weekend, 
preferred  and  Bay  Area  Resident)  shall  not  exceed  S88  in  Year  1 .  The  average  cost  per 
round  of  Resident  greens  fees  at  Fleming  Golf  Course  across  any  and  all  subcategories  of 
Resident  play  (weekday,  weekend,  senior  and  junior)  shall  not  exceed  SI  3  in  Year  1 .  The 
average  cost  per  round  of  non-resident  greens  fees  at  Fleming  Golf  Course  across  any  and  all 
subcategories  of  non-resident  play  (weekday  and  weekend)  shall  not  exceed  S20  in  Year  1. 

(5)  Miscellaneous.  Applicable  weekend  greens  fee  rates  shall  be  charged  on 
Fridays,  Saturdays  and  Sundays  and  legal  holidays.  Applicable  weekday  rates  apply  on  all 
other  days.  Greens  fees  per  tournament  player  for  playing  in  tournaments,  which  are  defined 
as  a  block  of  tee  time(s)  set  aside  for  any  group  of  1 6  or  more  golfers,  shall  exceed  the 
highest  greens  fee  that  would  be  charged  to  Residents  playing  on  the  same  day  of  any 
tournament  and  may  be  set  as  high  as  the  greens  fees  charged  to  non-res'dents  with  advance 
reservations,  if  such  a  rate  is  set.  Discount  Resident  greens  fees  shall  not  apply  to 
tournament  play  by  Residents.  Weekend  tournament  greens  fees  shall  be  greater  than 
greens  fees  charged  for  weekday  tournaments. 

(b)  Commission  to  Select  Final  Rate  Structure;  Citizens  Advisory  Committee.  The 
Commission  shall  select  a  final  greens  fees  structure  which  meets  the  parameters  set  forth  in 
this  Section.  The  Commission  shall  appoint  a  citizens  advison/  committee  consisting  of  five  (5) 
members  to  recommend  to  the  Commission  a  greens  fees  structure  for  the  Golf  Courses 
chosen  from  one  of  the  models  deschbed  below  or  that  othen/yise  meets  the  critena  set  forth 
herein.  The  Commission  shall  take  the  committee's  recommendation  into  consideration  in 
reaching  a  final  decision  regarding  a  fee  structure  for  the  Golf  Courses. 
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fc)  NotM'ithstandins.  the  foregoins  subsections  (a)  and  fb),  effective  Fiscal  Year  2005-2006,  the 
following  fees  shall  he  charged  at  Harding  Golf  Course: 

(1)  Weekday  (Mon-Thurs)       Standard        Bay  Area  Resident*    S.F.  Resident 


$125.00 


$3^.00  $35.00 


Off  season/Aerification** 

$105.00 

$68.00  $78.00 

Twilisht 

$80.00 

$58.00^60.00 

$25.00 

Super  Twilight  f5  p.m.) 

$39.00 

(2)  Weekend  (Fri- Sun) 

Standard 

Bay  Area  Resident  * 

S.F.  Resident 

$138.00 

$94.00 

$AG.OO  $48.00 

Offseason/Aerification*'^ 

$118.00 

$79.00  $90.00 

Twilight 

$92.00 

$70.00  $71.00 

$33.00_$34.00 

Super  Twilight  (5  p.m.) 

$49.00 

(3)  S.F.  Res\6er\i  Junior 


Weekday 


Weekend 


$15.00 


$20.00 


(4)  S.F.  Resident  Senior 


Weekday 


Weekend 


(5)  Tournament 


Weekday 


U%m  $48.00 

Weekend 


$99.00 


$109.00 


Offseason/A  erification  *  * 


$84.00 


$94.00 


*The  Bay  Area  is  comprised  of  Alameda.  Contra  Costa.  Marin,  San  Mateo,  Santa  Clara,  Santa 
Cruz,  Solano  and  Sonoma  Counties. 

**Off  Season  is  from  December  1  to  the  last  day  of  February/Aerification  is  from  the  first  day 
that  major  greens  aerification  starts  until  7  days  after  completion. 
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fd)  Notwithsiandin^  the  fore^oins  subsections  fai  and  (h).  cffL'cdve  Fiscal  Year  2005-2006.  the 
following  fees  shall  be  char.i^ed  at  Fleming  Golf  Course: 

(1)  Weekday  (Mon  -  Thurs)        Standard  S.F.  Residtnt 


_$2O.00J2Z00_ 


(2)  Weekend  (Fri  -  Sun) 


Standard 


_$25.0012L^_ 


(3)  S.F.  RQzidenX  Junior 


Weekday  {Mon  -  Thurs/- 


(4)  S.F.  Resident  Senior 


Weekday  {Man  -  Thurs, 


S  J  7.00 


S.F.  Resident 


S  J  9.00 


Weekend  (Fri  -  Sun) 


S  J  0.00 


Weekend  (Fri  -  Sun) 


^$JJLOQ_ 


(5)  Tournament 


Weekday  (Mon  -  Thurs) 


$15.00  $16.00 
Weekend  (Fri  -  Sun) 


(6)  Replay 


_$26.00.|2Ua_ 

$8.00  


S3H00 


$8  00 


structures  (hat  meet  the  parameters  set  forth  abo 
Harding  Park  -  Alternative  1 


Weekday 


Weekcnd'FIoUdav 


Resident  ■ 


Resident  Senior/Junior 


Bay  Area  Resident 


Bay  Area  Resident  Senior/ Junii 


Non-resident 


Harding  Park  -  Alternative  2 
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Weekday  Weekend/  Holiday 


Resident  

Resident  Senior/Junior 

-m  

-U4  

 m 

 m 

Bay  Area  Resident  

-$4S  

 um 

Bay  Area  Resident  Senio 

r/Junior — 

-4^  

 $mQ 

Non-resident  



 um 

Advance  Reservation  No 

n  resident 

-m^  

 $m) 

Harding  Park  Alternative  3 

 Weekday  Weekend/  Holiday 


Resident  

Resident  Senior/Junior  

-m  

-m  

 $40 

 $49 

-MS  

 $4S- 

Bay  Area  Resident  



 $4S- 

Bay  Area  Resident  Senior/Junior — 
Non-resident  



 $^ 

Advance  Reservation  Non-resident  ■ 

-$m  

 §444 

Harding  Park  Alternative  4 

 Weekday  Weekend/  Holiday 


Resident  

Resident  Senior/Junior  



-444  

 $40 

 $40 

-44S  

 $4S- 

Bay  Area  Resident  



 $SS- 

Bay  Area  Reside  til  Senior/Junior — 
Non-resident  

~$m  

 $m 

Advance  Reservation  Non  resident 

-$m  

 $424 
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 Wet^kday  IVeokomi''  U^tkiy 

Resident  m  

Resident  Scnior/Jumor  $-}->  ^ 

Bay  Area  Resident 

Bay  Area  Resident  Senior/Junior 

Non  resident  $U  

Advance  Reservation  Non  resident 
Fleming  ■  Alternative  7 

 Weekday  Weekend^  Holiday 


Resident  

Resident  Senior/Junior  

 m  

 $H  

 m 

 ^ 

Non-resident  

 &U  

 ^ 

ijd)  Other  Fees  and  Charges.  The  Commission  shall  set  all  oihe^  the  followins:  fees 
charged  at  the  Golf  Courses,  including,  but  not  limiied  to,  fees  for  motorized  and  pull  cart 
usage,  iou^uameni^ees,  food  and  beverage  charges,  charges  for  driving  range  usage, 
reservation  fees  and  cancellation  fees,  at  levels  comparable  to  those  charged  at  golf  courses 
of  similar  quality  in  the  greater  San  Francisco  Bay  Area. 

{ge)  Annual  Increases.  Upon  the  first  day  following  the  end  of  Year  1 ,  regardless  of 
whether  Year  1  consisted  of  a  full  fiscal  year  or  only  a  part  thereof,  and  upon  the  first  day  of 
each  fiscal  year  thereafter,  greens  fees  for  Residents  at  the  Golf  Courses  may.  with  the 
approval  of  the  Commission,  be  adjusted  in  the  following  manner:  Each  fee  shall  be 
multiplied  by  a  fraction,  the  numerator  of  which  is  the  Consumer  Price  Index  for  All  Urban 
Consumers  (base  years  1982  -  1984  =  100)  for  the  San  Francisco-Oakland-San  Jose  area, 
published  monthly  by  the  United  States  Department  of  Labor,  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics  (the 
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"Index"),  for  the  Jwie  quarter  immediately  preceding  the  start  of  the  fiscal  year  during  which  the 
increase  will  be  effective  (the  "Adjustment  Index")  minus  the  Index  for  the  June  immediately 
preceding  the  start  of  Year  1  (the  "Base  Index")  and  the  denominator  of  which  is  the  Base 
Index.  The  product  of  this  calculation  shall  be  added  to  the  current  fee  to  obtain  the  increased 
fee  which  shall  thereafter  be  payable,  except  that  in  no  instance  shall  the  fee  be  less  than  that 
in  effect  immediately  prior  to  this  calculation.  Or,  fees  may  be  increased  up  to  $1.00  upon  avproval 
of  the  Commission.  The  following  illustrates  the  aforementioned  calculation: 
New  Resident  Weekday  Greens  Fees  - 
Current  Resident  Weekday  Greens  Fee  + 
[Current  Resident  Weekday  Greens  Fee  x 
Adjustment  Index — Base  Index  divided  by  Base  Index] 

All  fees  and  other  charges  at  the  Golf  Courses  may,  but  are  not  required  to,  be 
increased  upon  approval  by  the  Commission  at  the  same  time  and  in  the  same  manner  as 
greens  fees  increases,  except  that  the  nan  S.F.  resident  and  tournament  greens  fees  for  n^ 
residents  may  be  increased  by  up  to  two  times  the  fraction  produced  in  the  above  illustrated 
calculation  (i.e.,  up  to  twice  the  increase  in  the  applicable  Consumer  Price  Index.),  or  up  to 
$1.00,  whichever  is  ^^r  eater.  All  fee  increases  shall  be  rounded  up  or  down  to  the  nearest  dollar. 

Section  3.  The  San  Francisco  Park  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
12.16,  to  read  as  follows: 

Sec.  12.16.  GOLF  FEES  -  GOLDEN  GATE  PARK. 
The  following  use  fees  shall  be  charged  for  golfing  at  Golden  Gate  Park: 
Category  Amount 
Resident  with  card,  weekday  $SrWI0.00 
Resident  with  card,  weekend  $-Umi2.00 
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Nonresident,  weekday 

S1 3,00 

Nonresident,  weekend 

S17.00 

Senior,  weekday 

ZJIII 

Senior,  weekend 

$9.00 

Junior,  weekday 

S4.00 

Junior,  weekend 

S6.00 

Student 

no  fee 

Tournament  (weekdays) 

$16.00 

Tournament  (weekends) 

S24.00 

Twilight  weekdays 

57.00 

Twilight  weekends 

S8.00 

Section  4.  The  San  Francisco  Park  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 

12.20,  to  read  as  follows; 

Sec.  12.20.  ADJUSTMENT  OF  FEES. 

(al  Beginning  with  fiscal  year  2003-2004,  fees  set  forth  in  this  Article  12,  unless 
otherwise  specified,  may  be  adjusted  each  year,  without  further  action  by  the  Board  of 
Supervisors,  to  reflect  changes  in  the  relevant  Consumer  Price  Index  (CPl),  as  determined  by 
the  Controller. 

No  later  than  April  1 5th  of  each  year,  the  Recreation  and  Parks  Department  shall 
submit  its  current  fee  schedule  to  the  Controller,  who  shall  apply  the  price  index  adjustment  to 
produce  a  new  fee  schedule  for  the  following  year. 

No  later  than  May  1 5th  of  each  year,  the  Controller  shall  file  a  report  v/ith  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  reporting  the  new  fee  schedule  and  certifying  that:  (a)  the  fees  produce  sufficient 
revenue  to  support  the  costs  of  providing  the  services  for  which  each  fee  is  assessed,  and  (b) 
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the  fees  do  not  produce  revenue  which  is  significantly  more  than  the  costs  of  providing  the 
services  for  which  each  fee  is  assessed, 

(h)  All  solf  fees  for  San  Francisco  residents,  juniors,  seniors  may  be  increased  annually  by  the 
CPI,  or  up  to  $1.00,  upon  approval  of  the  Recreation  and  Park  Commission.  All  self  fees  for  mm  S.  F. 
residents  and  tournaments  may  be  increased  by  two  times  (2x)  the  CPl  or  up  to  $1.00,  whichever  is 
greater,  upon  approval  of  the  Recreation  and  Park  Commission. 

Section  5.  The  San  Francisco  Park  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
12.33,  to  read  as  follows: 

Sec.  12.33.  GOLF  CARTS  AND  DRIVING  RANGE  BALLS. 

(a)  The  rental  charge  for  golf  carts  at  all  golf  courses  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Recreation  and  Park  Department  shall  be  up  to  $26.00. 

(b)  The  following  fees  shall  be  charged  for  buckets  of  balls  at  Harding  Park: 


(1)  Small  bucket  {25  -  30  balls) 


$4.50 


(2)  Medium  bucket  (45  -  50  balls) 


$6.50 


(3)  Large  bucket  (70  -  75  balls) 


$9.50 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


VIRGINIA  DARIO  ELIZONDO 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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Ordinance 


File  Number: 


050987 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  making  environmental  findings  and  amending  the  San  Francisco  Park  Code,  Article  12.  by 
amending  Sec.  12.12  to  increase  the  fees  at  Harding  Park  and  Fleming  Golf  Courses;  amending  Sec. 
12.16  to  increase  the  fees  at  Golden  Gate  Park  Golf  Course;  amending  Sec.  12.20  to  authorize  an 
annual  cost  of  living  increase  in  golf  fees;  and  amending  Sec.  12.33  to  set  a  maximum  fee  for  golf  cart 
rentals. 
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Noes:  1  -  Daly 


July  26,  2005 


Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Ma,  Maxwell,  McGoldrick, 
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FN  F  NO      050989   ORDINANCE  N0_ 


[Recreation  and  Park  -  Tiny  Tots  Fees  ] 

Ordinance  making  environmental  findings  and  amending  the  San  Francisco  Park  Code, 

Article  12,  by  adding  Section  12,35  to  standardize  the  Department's  Tiny  Tot/Child 

Development  Program's  curriculum  and  associated  fee  schedule. 

Note:  Additions  are  single-underline  iialics  Tunes  New  Roman: 

deletions  are  irfHh^hhHm^h  ilnlies  Time.',-  Now  Roman. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  double  underlined. 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  strtkothrough  normal. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  Findings. 

The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in  this 
Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California  Public 
Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.). 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Park  Code,  Article  12,  is  hereby  amended  by  adding 
Section  12.35  to  read  as  follows: 

Sec.  12. 35.      TINY  TOT/CHILD  DEVELOPMENT  PROGRAM  FEES. 

The  following  fees  shall  be  charged  for  the  Depanmeni's  Tinv  lot.  Child  Developmenl  Program: 

(a)  Traditional  Tiny  Tots  S3 0.00  for  10  visits 

(h)  Play  Groups  S3. 00  for  drop  in  or  S 2 0.00  for  10  visits 


(c)  Kids  Gvm 

S4.00  for  drop  in  or  S 30.00  for  10  visits 

(d)  Arts  and  Crafts 

S4.00  for  drop  in  or  S3 0.00  for  10  visits 

(e)  Special  Programs 

S3. 00  for  drop  in  or  $20.00  for  10  visits 
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APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 

By: 

VIF^INIA  DARIO  ELIZONDO 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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Ordinance 


File  Number: 


050989 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  making  environmental  findings  and  amending  tine  San  Francisco  Park  Code,  Article  12,  by 
adding  Section  12.35  to  standardize  the  Department's  Tiny  Tot/Child  Development  Program's 
curriculum  and  associated  fee  schedule. 


July  12,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  CONTINUED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Ma,  Ma.\v.ell. 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

July  19,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Ma,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

July  26,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 


Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Ma,  Ma.xwell,  McGoldrick. 
Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
Excused:  1  -  Daly 
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FILE  NO.  050990 


ORDINANCE  NO. 


[Recreation  and  Park  Department  -  Athletic  Field  Permit  Fees  for  Adults.] 

Ordinance  making  environmental  findings  and  amending  the  San  Francisco  Park  Code, 
Article  12,  by  adding  Section  12.36  to  increase  the  fees  for  use  of  the  athletic  fields  by 
adults. 

Note:  Additions  are  single-urulerlinc  italics  Times  .\'cw  Roman; 

deletions  are  s^F^keUm^Hj^tM^-dUirS-f'irHes  .'W'Vfr  Ri>nhiH. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  double  underlined. 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  stf+kethfough-nofmal. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco; 
Section  1 .  Findings. 

The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in  this 
Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California  Public 
Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.). 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Park  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  adding  Section  12.36, 
to  read  as  follows: 


Sec.  12.36.      A  THLETIC  FIELD  FEES  FOR  A  D  UL  TS 

(a)  Single  Softball  Field  (1.5  hours) 

S.F.  Residents 

Non-Residents 

$25.00  non-lighted 

$50.00  non-lighted 

S3 5. 00  lighted 

$65.00  lighted 

(b)  Multiple  Softball  Fields  (1.5  hours) 

S.F.  Residents 

Son- Residents 

S28.00  uon  lighted 

$55.00  non-lighted 

$40.00  lighted 

$70.00  hshted 

(c)  Single  Field  Usage  (2  hours) 

S.F.  Residents 

Non-Residents 

$40.00  non-lighted 

$60.00  nan  lighted 

$50.00  lighted 

$70.00  li2hted 
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S.F.  Residents 

Non- Residents 

$65  00  non-lighted 

jj  /  j.uu  iiun-iignieu 

$75.00  lighted 

$85  00  lighted 

(c)  Multiple  Fields  (2  houfs) 

S.F.  Residents 

Non-Residents 

$45.00  non-lighted 

$65. 00  non-lighted 

$55. 00  lighted 

$75.00  lighted 

(f)  Multiple  Fields  (3  hours) 

S.F.  Residents 

Non-Residents 

$70. 00  non-lighted 

Is^n  Of)  tmy)  liohfp/^ 
ipOU.UU  HUrl-llgnicU 

$80  00  lighted 

'^QO  tin  liohtP/i 

(A-pvil  to  SepleTnbev,  6  pyn  to  dusk) 

s?/')  no 

t4()  Of] 

(h)  Wintey  Rates fNovofiher  to  Mcirch) 

o.r,  ivesiuenis 

hi  on- R  esiden  ts 

$20  00  non-lighted 

$25  00  non-lighted 

$25. 00  lighted 

$30.00  lighted 

(2)  Multivk  Fields  (ver  hour) 

Non- Residents 

$25. 00  non-lighted 

$30.00  non-lighted 

$30.00  lighted 

$35. 00  lighted 

(3)  All  davuer  Field 

$30.00 

$40.00 

Non-Re  sidents 

(1)  Baseball  &  Softball 

$30.00 

$30.00 

(2)  Soccer 

$80.00 

$80.00 

(3)  Lacrosse 

$90.00 

$90.00 

(4)  Ru2bv 

$90.00 

$90.00 

(5)  Football  -  every  10  vards 

$80.00 

$80.00 
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(6)  Football  -  every  5  yards            S  J  20. 00 

S  J  20.00 

(7)  Gaelic  Foolball  $160.00 

SI  60.00 

fj)  SchediiUn^  Fees                                S.  F.  Residents 

Non-Residents 

(for  more  than  25  reservations  per  league  season) 

S3. 00 

S3  00 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 

By:         IfeOCitC-zWt^  ^<tr\-i/ 
VIRQflNIA  DARIO  ELIZONDO 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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050990 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  making  environmental  findings  and  amending  the  San  Francisco  Park  Code,  Article  12,  by 
adding  Section  12.36  to  increase  the  fees  for  use  of  the  athletic  fields  by  adults. 


July  12,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  CONTINUED 

Ayes:  11  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Ma,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

July  19,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Ma,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

July  26,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 


Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Ma,  Maxwell,  McGoldrick, 
Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
Excused:  1  -  Daly 
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FILE  NO.  050991 


ORDINANCE  NO 


[Recreation  and  Park  -  Aquatic  Fees.] 

Ordinance  making  environmental  findings  and  amending  tho  San  Francisco  Park  Code 

Article  12,  by  adding  Section  12.34  establishing  the  fee  structure  for  use  of  aquatic 

facilities  and  for  related  aquatic  activities. 

Note:  Additions  are  sinsle-imdcrlinc  italics  T imes  Xcw  Romun', 

deletions  are  .slrik^'ihrou^h  iftilics  Times  :\t'w  Rom<H-{ 
Board  amendment  additions  are  doublejunderlined 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  stf<kethrough  normai. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco; 
Section  1.  Findings. 

The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in  this 
Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California  Public 
Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.). 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Park  Code,  Article  12,  is  hereby  amended  by  adding 
Section  12.34  to  read  as  follows: 

Sec.  12.34.      AQUATIC  FEES. 

The  following  fees  shall  he  charged  fur  use  of  aquatic  facilities  and  other  aquatic  reloicd 
activities. 

(a)  Entry  Fees 


Recreation  Swim  (including  parent) 

S5.00 

a)  Children  (5-18) 

Recreation  Swim 

SI.  00 

Lap  Swim 

SI.  00 

Monthly  Swim  Pass  SI 5.00  (not  including,  lessons) 
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(3)  Adults  (18-55) 

Recreation  Swim  $4. 00 

Lap  Swim  $4.00 

Monthly  Swim  Pass  $50.00  (not  including  lessons) 

Scrip  Ticket  $34.00  for  JO  sessions  {not 

 including  lessons  or  water  fitness) 

(4)  Seniors 

Recreation  Swim  $4.00 

Lap  Swim  $4.00 

Monthly  Swim  Pass  $35.00  (not  includins  lessons) 

Scrip  Ticket  $20.00  for  10  sessions 

(5)  Household  Plan 

Monthly  Swim  Pass  (1  adult/2  children)  $60.00  (not  including  lessons) 

Monthly  Swim  Pass  (2  adults/2  children)  $100.00  (not  including  lessons) 

(b)  Lessons  (10  weeks  -10  sessions) 

(1)  Pre-school/tiny  tots  (with  parent)  $50. 00 

(2)  Learning  to  swim 

Child  $35.00 

Adult  $5000 

Special  Summer  Program  (2  week  sessions)  $10.00 

(3)  Water  Fitness  (all  ages)  $50.00 

(4)  Semi-private  (3  students  per  instructor)  $20.00 

(5)  Private  lesson  $30.00  for  1/2  hour 

 (minimum  5  sessions) 
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(c)  Classes  (fees  do  not  include  cost  of  materials  or  ceriificalion  costs) 

$60.00 


(2)  First  Aid 

$50.00 

(3)  Lifeguard  Training 

S  100.00 

(4)  Lifeguard  Training:  —  Challenge 

$40.1)0 

(5)  ritle-22 

$100.00 

(6)  Pet  First  Aid 

$35.00 

A^e  Group/Masters  Swim  Teams 

(1)  Age  Group/Marionettes 


(2)  Master  Swim  Teams 


(e)  Pool  Rental  (minimum  2  hours) 


$20.00  for  I  hour  (with  Red  Cross 


safety  certified  coach) 


$40.00  for  1  hour 


cost  of  required  staff  -  $50  00 


(f)  Birthday  Package  (3  hours,  includes  one  recreation  director  to  conduct  activities.  1.5  hours 
of  swimming  and  use  of  multi-purpose  room) 

 $300.00  for  5-30  children 


$400. 00  for  31-50  children 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA.  City  Attorney 


By: 


VIRGINIA  DARIO  ELIZONDO 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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Ordinance 


File  Number: 


050991 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  making  environmental  findings  and  amending  the  San  Francisco  Park  Code,  Article  12,  by 
adding  Section  12.34  establishing  the  fee  structure  for  use  of  aquatic  facilities  and  for  related  aquatic 
activities. 


July  12,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  CONTINUED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Ma,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

July  19.  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Ma,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

July  26,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 


Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Ma,  Maxwell,  McGoldrick, 
Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
Excused:  1  -  Daly 
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FILE  NO.. 


050992 


ORDINANCE  NO. 


[Lake  Merced  Fees  -  Boat  Storage.] 

Ordinance  making  environmental  findings  and  amending  the  San  Francisco  Park  Code. 
Article  12,  by  adding  San  Francisco  Park  Code  Section  12.38  to  establish  boat  storage 
fees. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1 .  Findings. 

The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in  this 
Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California  Public 
Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.). 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Park  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  adding  Section  12.38. 
to  read  as  follows: 

Sec.  J2.38.      LAKE  MERCED  BOAT STOHAGE. 

The  fee  for  storim  boats  at  the  Lake  h4erced  boat  house  is  $25.00  per  boat  per  month. 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


Note: 


Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman; 
deletions  are  siriketi^H^u^h  italics  Timos  New  Ri^mun. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  doubje  underlined- 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  strikethfeugh^normal. 


Deputy  City  Attorney 
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Ordinance 


File  Number: 


050992 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  making  environmental  findings  and  amending  the  San  Francisco  Park  Code,  Article  12,  by 
adding  San  Francisco  Park  Code  Section  12.38  to  establish  boat  storage  fees. 


July  12,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  CONTINUED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Ma,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

July  19,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Ma,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

July  26,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 


Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Ma,  Maxwell,  McGoldrick, 
Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
Excused;  1  -  Daly 


Cily  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Printed  at  10:22  AM  on  7/27/05 


File  No.  050992  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINAIXY  PASSED  on  July  26,  HHiS  b\ 
the  Board  of  SupervLson,  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  FrancLsco. 
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FILE  NO.  050993 


[Providing  for  waiver  of  fees  and  changing  fees  for  Emergency  iVIedical  Services  and  nnaking 
environmental  findings.] 


Ordinance  amending  Article  3  of  tlie  San  Francisco  Health  Code  by  adding,Se(ition 
12Q.1  to  require  the  San  Francisco  Fire  Department  to  waive  fees  for  Emergan^y 


Medical  Services  upon_3  showing  that  all  persons  legally  obligated  to  oav  have 
insufficient  income  to  pay  the  bill  without  undue  hardship  and  the_E>atient  is  not 


covered  bv  insurance;  and  amending  Section  128.1,  to  create  a  fee  for  providing 

service  to  a  patient  without  transporting  the  patient,  to  increase  the  base  rate  fees  for 

both  Basic  Life  Service  and  Advanced  Life  Service,  to  increase  the  fee  for  mileage,  to 

eliminate  the  fee  for  night  service,  to  substitute  a  flat  fee  for  supplemental  supplies  in 

place  of  fees  for  individual  supplies  used  to  treat  each  patient,  to  amend  the  language 

regarding  changes  in  fees  in  subsequent  years  to  fix  typographical  errors,  to  eliminate 

the  provision  by  which  the  San  Francisco  Fire  Department  could  add  charges  for 

additional  supplies,  and  to  make  environmental  findings. 

Note:  Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  Ne\v  Roman; 

deletions  are  stfikcth rough  italics  Times  Nc\i'  Roniofi. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  doublejjode rimed. 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  i 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1 .  The  San  Francisco  Health  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  adding  Section 
120.1.  to  read  as  follows: 

(a)  The  San  Francisco  Fire  Department  shall  waive  its  fee  for  Emergency  Medical 
Services  if  the  patient  and/or  any  other  person  legally  obligated  to  oav  provides  the 
Department  with  reliable  information  that: 

DOCUMENTS  DEPT. 
AUG  2  3  2005 
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1  ■  The  patient  and/or  anv  other  persons  who  are  legally  obligated  to  pay  have 
insufficient  annual  income  to  pay  the  bill  without  undue  hardship.  The  Fire 
Department  shall  define  "insufficient  income"  but  may  not  define  it  at  a  rate  less 
than  300%  of  the  Federal  Poyertv  Leyel  as  set  forth  in  the  Federal  Register: 
and. 

2.  The  patient  is  not  covered  by  any  insurance  that  would  pay  for  the  services 

and  cannot  obtain  MediCal  or  Medicare. 
(b^  The  Fire  Department  has  the  sole  authority  to  determine  whether  the  information 
provided  supports  a  waiver  of  the  fee. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Health  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
128.1 ,  to  read  as  follows: 

Sec.  128.1  PATIENT  RATES/Fire  Department  EMS  Services 

(a)  The  Board  of  Supervisors  approves  the  following  fee  schedule  for  Fire  Department 
ambulance  services  and  emergency  medical  service  supplies  for  fiscal  year  2005-2006: 

1.  Emergency  Medical  Services 

Treatment  without  Transportation,  a  base  rate  fee  of  $195.00  per  call. 
Basic  Life  Service,  a  base  rate  fee  of  $473.25  $§QQ^  STOOjOqper  call. 
Advanced  Life  Service,  a  base  rate  fee  of  $691.00  $810.00  $850.00  per  call. 
Mileage,  an  additional  fee  above  the  base  rate  of  $13.15  $15.00  per  mile 
Night  scr\Hcc  (7:00  p.m.  to  7:00  a.m.),  an  additional  fee  above  the  base  rates  of  $74.57 

2.  Emergency  Medical  Supplies: 

Supplemental  charges  for  supplies  will  be  assessed  at  a  flat  fee  of  $20.00  per  incident. 

Q^efgen  

Oxygen  cannula  $14.25 
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Oxygen  mask  

EKG  elc Ixodes  

 $J4.2:> 

 &^ 

 $44.^ 

Bandage,  roller  gauze  

Obstetrical  kit  





Splint,  arm  or  leg:  

Blood  administration  set  

 $J4.25 

 U4r2^ 

Hot  pack  

Cold  pack  



Suction  Catheter  

 S44r24 

Endotracheal  tube  



 $14-2^ 

Oral  ainvay  

 &2^rr^ 

Nasal  airway  

Cerx'ical  collar  

 &2^^ 

 $4^r^ 

Endotracheal  Intubation  and  supplies  

 ^^UrM 

Nasotracheal  intubation  and  supplies  

 &UrU 

Defibrillation  and  supplies  

Cardioversion  

 ^4.^ 

 $54.81 

Cardiac  pacing  

Activated  charcoal  

 &U-^ 

Injection,  Adenosine  

 U4r^ 

 &Ur^ 

Injection,  Adrenaline  (ampule)  

Albuterol  

 &Mr^ 

 $2-19 

Aspirin  

Injection,  Atropine  (Pre  load)  

 $1125 
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Injection,  Bcnadiyi  

 $16.44 

 $S4r34- 

Injection.  Brcty  lium  (ampule)  

Injection,  10%  CaCI2  



 &Ur^ 

Injection,  1 0%  Calcium  Gluconate  (ampule)  

 $44r^ 

Injection,  Dextrose  5%  IV  solution  

 mr2s 

Injection.  Dextrose  50%  (Pre  load)  

 $^7r4d 

Injection.  Dopamine  IV  solution  

Injection,  Epinephrine  (1 : 1000)  

 $44r2S- 

 $44r2^ 

Injection,  Epinephrine  (1:10,000)  

 $4i^ 

Injection,  Glucagon  

Oral  Glucose  

 U4r2S 

Ipecac  

 $i4r2^ 

 U4r2S- 

Injection  -  Furosimidc  (Lasix)  

Injection,  Lidocainc  

 U4r24 

 $44r^ 

Injection,  Magnesium  Sulfate  

 $I4r2S 

Injection,  Morphine  Sulfat-e  

 mr2s- 

Injection,  Nalaxonc  

 U4r2S 

Injection,  Oxytocin  (Piiocin)  

 U4r^ 

Nitroglycerine  

 $44r2S 

Ampule;  Sterile  Water/Saline  

Injection,  Sodium  Bicarbonate  



Injection,  Diazepam  (Valium)  

 $44r25 

(b)  Beginning  with  Fiscal  Year  2004  2005  2005-2006,  the  fees  set  in  this  section  may  he 
amended  without  further  action  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  to  reflect  changes  in  the  Medical 
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Consumer  Price  Index  as  determined  by  the  Controller.  No  later  than  April  1  5th  of  each  year, 
the  Fire  Department  shall  submit  its  current  fee  schedule  to  the  Controller,  who  shall  apply  the 
price  index  adjustment  to  produce  a  new  fee  schedule  for  the  following  year. 

[c)  The  San  Fnineisco  Fire  Department  may  from  lime  fo  lime  change  ok  uthi  metUcuuttm  oHti 
supplies  used  by  cmcrgcney  medical  services  according  to  the  Advanecd  Life  Support  Scope  of 
Practice  under  Title  22  of  the  California  Code  of  Regulations.  With  the  approval  of  the  ContfoUcf.  ike 
Department  may  set  the  fees  for  those  additional  items  based  on  the  usual  and  customary  industty 
standards: 

{d}  (c)  No  later  than  May  1 5th  of  each  year,  the  Controller  shall  file  a  report  with  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  reporting  the  new  fee  schedule  and  certifying  that:  (a)  the  fees  produce 
sufficient  revenue  to  support  the  costs  of  providing  the  sen;ices  for  which  each  fee  is 
assessed,  and  (b)  the  fees  do  not  produce  revenue  Vv'hich  is  significantly  more  than  the  costs 
of  providing  the  sen/ices  for  which  each  fee  is  assessed. 

Section  2.  The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in 
this  Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California 
Public  Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.)  .  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk 
of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.       050993        and  is  incorporated  herein  by 
reference. 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  Cit^^Attomey 
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City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Tails 


City  Hall 
1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Gtxxilett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 


Ordinance 


File  Number: 


050993 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  amending  Article  3  of  the  Health  Code  by  adding  Section  120.1  to  require  the  San 
Francisco  Fire  Department  to  waive  fees  for  Emergency  Medical  Services  upon  a  showing  that  all 
persons  legally  obligated  to  pay  have  insufficient  income  to  pay  the  bill  without  undue  hardship  and 
the  patient  is  not  covered  by  insurance;  and  amending  Section  128.1,  to  create  a  fee  for  providing 
service  to  a  patient  without  transporting  the  patient,  to  increase  the  base  rate  fees  for  both  Basic  Life 
Service  and  Advanced  Life  Service,  to  increase  the  fee  for  mileage,  to  eliminate  the  fee  for  night 
sen/ice,  to  substitute  a  flat  fee  for  supplemental  supplies  in  place  of  fees  for  individual  supplies  used 
to  treat  each  patient,  to  amend  the  language  regarding  changes  in  fees  in  subsequent  years  to  fix 
typographical  errors,  to  eliminate  the  provision  by  which  the  San  Francisco  Fire  Department  could  add 
charges  for  additional  supplies,  and  to  make  environmental  findings. 


July  12, 2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  CONTINUED 

Ayes;  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Ma,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

July  19,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Ma,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 


July  26,  2005 


Board  of  Supervisors  --  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Ma,  Maxwell,  McGoldrick, 
Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
Excused:  1  -  Daly 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


1 


Printed  at  10:22  AM  on  7/27/05 


File  No.  050993  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 
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County  of  San  PVancisco. 
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FILE  NO. 


050994 


ORDINANCE  NO.. 


[Increasing  Fire  Department  Fees  For  Sen;ices.] 

Ordinance  amending  Sections  106.8,  106.9,  106.11,  106.15,  106.  17,  and  Table  106B  of 
the  San  Francisco  Fire  Code  to  increase  the  San  Francisco  Fire  Department's  fees  for 
high  rise  inspection,  plan  review,  pre-application  plan  review,  overtime,  and  water  flow 
requests,  to  become  operative  on  its  effective  date  or  on  July  1,  2005  whichever  is 
later,  and  making  environmental  findings. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco; 

Section  1.  The  San  Francisco  Fire  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 

106.8  to  read  as  follows: 

106.8  [For  SF]  High-Rise  Inspection  Fees.  For  inspections  of  high-rise  structures 
pursuant  to  Section  13217  of  the  California  Health  and  Safety  Code,  the  owner  of  the 
structure  shall  pay  a  fee  to  cover  the  department's  costs  of  inspection.  Such  fee  shall  be 
calculated  on  the  basis  of        $8.00  per  1 000  square  feet  of  gross  floor  area,  and  shall  be 
collected  by  the  fire  department. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Fire  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 

106.9  to  read  as  follows: 

106.9  [For  SF]  Plan  Review  Fees.  Upon  application  for  a  permit  for  the  erection  of  a 
new  building  or  for  alteration  work  for  which  plans  are  required  by  the  department  of  building 
inspection,  the  central  permit  bureau  shall  charge  and  collect  a  fee  to  compensate  the  fire 
department  for  its  costs  of  reviewing  plans  submitted  with  building  permit  applications  for 
compliance  with  fire  safety  regulations.  The  fee  shall  be  based  on  the  valuation  of  the  v;ork  as 
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determined  by  the  department  of  building  inspection.  The  fee  for  each  permit  shall  be  as  set 
forth  in  Table  106-B.  The  fire  department  shall  collect  a  fee  in  the  amount  of  $75.00  $80.00  per 
hour  or  fraction  thereof  for  any  back  checking  review  of  previously  approved  plans. 

Section  3.  The  San  Francisco  Fire  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
1 06.1 1  to  read  as  follows: 

106. 11  [For  SF]  Pre-application  plan  review.  When  a  party  wishes  to  discuss  specific 
design  issues  or  submit  preliminary  designs  for  review  and  comment  by  the  Fire  Department 
prior  to  formal  application  for  permit,  a  fee  of  $150.00  $160.00  will  be  assessed.  This  fee  will 
provide  the  applicant  with  up  to  two  hours  for  research  and  meeting  with  Fire  Department 
personnel. 

Section  4.  The  San  Francisco  Fire  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
106.15  to  read  as  follows: 

106.15  [For  SF]  Overtime  Fee.  Upon  a  request  from  a  person  or  firm  for  an  inspection 
which  is  not  scheduled  during  an  employees  normal  working  schedule,  an  overtime  fee  will  be 
charged.  An  overtime  fee  of  $90.00  $95.00  per  hour  shall  be  collected.  The  minimum 
compensation  will  be  four  hours. 

Section  5.  The  San  Francisco  Fire  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
106.17  to  read  as  follows: 

106.17  [For  SF]  Water  Flow  Request  Fee.  Upon  a  request  from  a  person  or  firm  for 
water  flow  information,  a  water  flow  fee  of  $37.50  $40.00  will  be  charged.  If  the  information 
requested  requires  that  Fire  Department  employees  are  required  to  perform  an  on-site  water 
flow  test,  a  fee  of  $150.00  $160.00  will  be  charged. 

Section  6.  The  San  Francisco  Fire  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Table  106-B 
to  read  as  follows: 
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TABLE  106-B— PI 
VALUATION  FEE 
Over 
$0 

$1,000 

$5,000 

$10,000 

$50,000 

$100,000 

$500,000 

$2,500,000 

$5,000,000 

$15,000,000 

$30,000,000 


.N  REVIEW  FEES 

Not  More  Than 

$1,000 

$5,000 

$10,000 

$50,000 

$100,000 

$500,000 

$2,500,000 

$5,000,000 

$15,000,000 

$30,000,000 

$50,000,000 


$52.34 

$49.85  $52.34  plus  S15.224  $15  986 

per  S1. 000  over  SI. 000 

$110.75  $116.29  plus  S1Q.24  $10  752 

per  $1,000  over  $5,000 

S161.95  $170.05  plus         $5  313 

per  31.000  over  810,000 

$364.35  $382.57  plus  S3^m  $3.550 

per  $1,000  over  S50.000 

$533.42  $560.09  plus  $1.460 

per  $1,000  over  $100,000 

$1.080.58  $1.144.06  piusSOrWIM/S 

per  $1,000  over  $500,000 

$2,617.18  $2.779.54  plus  $0,523  $0  504 

per  $1 ,000  over  $2,500,000 

$3,846.18  $4.038.49  plus  $0.314 

per  $1 ,000  over  $5,000,000 

$6,838.18  $7,180.09  plus  SO-I^  $0.188 

per  $1 .000  over  $1 5,000.000 

$9,527.68  SI 0.004.06  plus  S0rU3  5a /i9 

per  $1 ,000  over  $30,000,000 
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$50,000,000  $100,000,000  $12,167.68  $12.776.06  plus  SOrW  $0.106 

per  $1 ,000  over  $50,000,000 

$100,000,000  —  $17,227.68  $18.089.06  plus 

$0.065  per  $1 ,000  over  $100,000,000 

Section  7.     This  ordinance  shall  become  operative  on  its  effective  date  or  on  July  1, 
2005  whichever  is  later. 

Section  8.  Environmental  Findings.  The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the 
actions  contemplated  in  this  Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental 
Quality  Act  (California  Public  Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.)  Said  determination  is 
on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.  ^^^^l^a^id  is  incorporated  herein 
by  reference. 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HEBP^k,  City  Attorney 


MARGARET  WJ  B^UMGAKTNER 
Deputy  City  Attrorney 
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Ordinance 


File  Number: 


050994 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  amending  Sections  1 06.8,  1 06.9,  1 06. 1 1 ,  1 06. 1 5,  1 06.  1 7,  and  Table  1 06B  of  the  San 
Francisco  Fire  Code  to  increase  the  San  Francisco  Fire  Department's  fees  for  high  rise  inspection, 
plan  review,  pre-application  plan  review,  overtime,  and  water  flow  requests,  to  become  operative  on 
its  effective  date  or  on  July  1 ,  2005  whichever  is  later,  and  making  environmental  findings. 


July  12,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  CONTINUED 

Ayes:  11  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  FJsbomd.  Ma,  Ma.\\.vell. 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

July  19,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Ma,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

July  26,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 


Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Ma,  Maxwell,  McGoldrick, 
Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
Excused:  1  -  Daly 
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Printed  al  10  22  4  U  '2' 


File  No.  050994  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  July  26,  2005  by 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 
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FILE  NO. 


050999 


ORDINANCE  NO. 


[Arts  Commission  Special  Funds.] 

Ordinance  amending  Article  XIII  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  by 
amending  Sections  10.100-28,  10.100-30  and  10.100-34  to  redesignate  the  Arts 
Commission  Market  Street  Art  Maintenance  Fund  and  the  Arts  Commission  Youth  Arts 
Fund  as  sub-accounts  of  of  the  Arts  Commission  Public  Arts  Fund. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 

Section  1.  The  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  is  hereoy  amended  by  amending 
Section  10.'!  00-28  to  r^ad  as  fcilows: 

sec.  10.100-28.  ART  COE\/IM!43SION  MARKET  STREET  ART  'VIAINTENANCE  F^UNO 

ACCOUNT. 

(a)  Estabiishmen't  of  f^und  Account.  The  An  Commission  Market  Street  Art 
Maintenance  f^ti^d  .A^cgimns  established  as  a  separate  accoum  wulnn  the  Arts  Commission  Public 
Arts  Fund  under  Section  I  O.I  00-30  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code,  a  category  four  fund^ 
to  receive  tne  Cii;y  and  County's  share  of  advertising  revenues  from  ti  ansit  shelter  advertising 
on  Market  Street,  as  provided  in  the  Advertising  Transit  Shelter  Agreoment,  as  amended. 
Additionally,  any  monies  appropriated  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  maintenance  of  art  on 
Market  Street  shall  be  deposited  in  this  accoun!. 

(b)  Use  of  the  Fwid  Account.  The  fhnd  monies  in  this  account  shall  be  meti- expended 
exclusively  for  the  maintenance  and  restoration  of  public  art  on  Market  Street. 


Note: 
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Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending 
Section  10.100-30  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  10.100-30.  ART  COMMISSION  PUBLIC  ARTS  FUND. 

(a)  Establishment  of  Fund.  The  Art  Commission  Public  Arts  Fund  is  established  as  a 
category  six  four  fund  to  receive  all  revenue  from  programs,  events,  and  sale  or  use  of  v^orks 
of  art  which  are  under  the  supervision  and  control  of  the  Art  Commission  as  well  as  monies 
collected  and  deposited  under  the  Arts  Commission  Market  Street  Art  Maintenance  Account  and  Arts 
Commission  Youth  Arts  Account  in  accordance  with  Administrative  Code  Sections  1 0.100-28  and 
10.100-34. 

(b)  Use  of  Fund.  Unless  otherwise  provided  by  Charter,  municipal  code,  contract  or  fundins 
source,  the  ¥he  monies  in  said  fund  ttr^for-  expenditure  exclusively  shall  he  expended  only  for  the 
purpose  of  conducting  arts  programs  and  events,  the  character  and  nature  of  which  shall  be 
determined  by  the  Art  Commission.  Any  revenue  collected  from  the  sale,  exchange,  or 
exhibition  of  a  work  of  art  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Art  Commission  shall  be  expended 
exclusively  for  the  purpose  of  acquiring  or  maintaining  works  of  art  for  the  same  public 
structure  or  purpose  for  which  the  original  work  of  art  was  acquired. 

(c)  Exceptions  to  Fund  Category.  The  Art  Commission  shall  authorize  all 
expenditures  from  the  fund.  Any  unexpended  balance  available  at  the  end  of  any  fiscal  year  in  excess 
of  $500,000  shall,  subject  to  the  review  of  the  Controller,  be  placed  in  the  General  Fund. 

{4)  Administration  of  Fund.  The  Art  Commission  shall,  on  or  before  February  1,  1983,  and 

thereafter  on  or  before  Fcbruaiy  1st,  annually,  submit  in  writing  to  the  Board  of  Supcr\'isors  and  to  its 
Finance  Committee,  a  report  showing  the  total  revenue  credited  to  said  special  fund- to  and  including 
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Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  amending  Article  XIII  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  by  amending  Sections 
10.100-28,  10.100-30  and  10.100-34  to  redesignate  the  Arts  Commission  Market  Street  An 
Maintenance  Fund  and  the  Arts  Commission  Youth  Arts  Fund  as  sub-accounts  of  the  Arts 
Commission  Public  Arts  Fund. 


July  12,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  CONTINUED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly.  Dufly,  Elsbernd.  Ma.  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

July  19,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Ma,  Ma.xvvell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

July  26.  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 


Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Dufly,  Elsbernd,  Ma.  Maxwell.  McGoldrick. 
Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
Excused:  1  -  Daly 
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FILE  NO. 


051000 


ORDINANCE  NO, 


[Board  of  Appeals  Surcharge.] 

Ordinance  (1)  amending  Section  10G.1  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  to 
add  a  Board  of  Appeals  surcharge  for  tobacco  retailer's  permits  issued  pursuant  to  San 
Francisco  Health  Code  Section  1009.53,  (2)  amending  Section  10G.1  to  adjust  the 
surcharges  for  permits  and  annual  license  renewals  issued  pursuant  to  San  Francisco 
Police  Code  Sections  2.26,  2.27  and  2.27.1,  and  (3)  making  findings  pursuant  to  the 
California  Environmental  Quality  Act,  Public  Resources  Code  Section  21080(b)(8)(A), 
that  the  new  Board  of  Appeals  Surcharge  and  adjustments  to  existing  Board  of 
Appeals  surcharges  are  not  a  "project"  and  that  such  surcharges  are  imposed  for  the 
purpose  of  meeting  operating  expenses  of  the  Board  of  Appeals,  including  employee 
wage  rates,  fringe  benefits  and  other  direct  and  indirect  overhead  charges  attributable 
to  administrative  appeals  to  the  Board  of  Appeals  pursuant  to  Charter  Section  4.106. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 

Section  1 .  The  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending 
Section  10G.1,  to  read  as  follows; 

SEC.  10G.1.  SURCHARGE  IMPOSED;  CATEGORIES  OF  PERMITS  AND  FEES 


permit  review  functions,  at  the  time  a  fee  for  permit  application,  issuance,  or  review  is 


Note; 


In  order  to  recover  the  cost  to  the  City  and  County  for  the  Board  of  Appeals 
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collected,  a  surcharge  in  the  amount  specified  shall  be  charged  and  collected  for  the  following 
categories  of  permits  and  fees. 

(a)  For  fees  imposed  by  the  Department  of  City  Planning  pursuant  to  San 
Francisco  Planning  Code  Sections  351(h),  352(a),  (except  for  fees  imposed  for  hearings  on 
Conditional  Uses  under  Section  303  or  Planned  Unit  Developments  under  Section  304), 
353(a),  353(b),  353(c),  or  355  for  review  of  permits  that  may  be  appealed  to  the  Board  of 
Appeals  pursuant  to  Charter  Section  4.106,  a  surcharge  of  $11.00; 

(b)  For  permits  issued  pursuant  to  San  Francisco  Building  Code  Section  110: 
Tables  1-A,  1-F,  Item  3,  1-H,  1-K,  Item  8,  or  1-Q,  Item  5  that  may  be  appealed  to  the  Board  of 
Appeals  pursuant  to  Charter  Section  4.106,  a  surcharge  of  $1 1 .00; 

(c)  For  permits  issued  pursuant  to  the  San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code  that 
may  be  appealed  to  the  Board  of  Appeals  pursuant  to  Charter  Section  4.106,  a  surcharge  of 
$1.00; 

(d)  For  permits  issued  pursuant  to  San  Francisco  Police  Code  Section  2.26 
that  may  be  appealed  to  the  Board  of  Appeals  pursuant  to  Charter  Section  4.106,  a  surcharge 

of  $SrW  $1 7. 00  for  such  permits  issued  by  the  Police  Department  and  a  surcharge  of  $1 0. 00  for  such 
permits  issued  by  the  Entertainment  Commission', 

(e)  For  permits  issued  pursuant  to  San  Francisco  Police  Code  Section  2.26.1 
that  may  be  appealed  to  the  Board  of  Appeals  pursuant  to  Charter  Section  4.106,  a  surcharge 

of  %3^9  $9.00; 

(f)  For  permits  renewals  issued  pursuant  to  San  Francisco  Police  Code 
Section  2.27  that  may  be  appealed  to  the  Board  of  Appeals  pursuant  to  Charter  Section 
4.106,  a  surcharge  of  $3.00  $1 7.00  for  such  permits  issued  by  the  Police  Department  and  a 
surcharge  of  $10.00  for  such  permits  issued  by  the  Entertainment  Commission', 
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(g)  For  permits  renewals  issued  pursuant  to  San  Francisco  Police  Code 
Section  2.27.1  that  may  be  appealed  to  the  Board  of  Appeals  pursuant  to  Charter  Section 
4.106,  a  surcharge  of  UrW  $9.00r; 

(h)  For  permits  issued  pursuant  to  San  Francisco  Health  Code  Section  1009.53  thai 
may  be  appealed  to  the  Board  of  Appeals  pursuant  to  Charter  Section  4.106.  a  surcharge  of  $56.00. 

Section  2.  CEQA  Findings. 

The  Board  of  Supervisors  finds  that  the  revisions  to  the  surcharges  for  permits 
appealed  to  the  Board  of  Appeals  are  not  a  project  as  defined  by  the  California  Environmental 
Quality  Act  pursuant  to  Public  Resources  Code  Section  21080(b)(8)(A).  The  Board  finds  that 
the  surcharges  authorized  by  Section  10G,1  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code,  as 
amended  by  this  ordinance,  are  for  the  purpose  of  meeting  operating  expenses,  including 
employee  wage  rates  and  fringe  benefits,  attributable  to  administrative  appeals  to  the  Board 
of  Appeals. 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attomey 


Deputy  City  Attorney 
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Appeals  surcharge  for  tobacco  retailer's  permits  issued  pursuant  to  San  Francisco  Health  Code 
Section  1009.53,  (2)  amending  Section  1GG.1  to  adjust  the  surcharges  for  permits  and  annual  license 
renewals  issued  pursuant  to  San  Francisco  Police  Code  Sections  2.26,  2.27  and  2.27.1 ,  and  (3) 
making  findings  pursuant  to  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act,  Public  Resources  Code  Section 
21080(b)(8)(A),  that  the  new  Board  of  Appeals  Surcharge  and  adjustments  to  existing  Board  of 
Appeals  surcharges  are  not  a  "project"  and  that  such  surcharges  are  imposed  for  the  purpose  of 
meeting  operating  expenses  of  the  Board  of  Appeals,  including  employee  wage  rates,  fringe  benefits 
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July  12,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  CONTINUED 


Ayes:  11  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Ma,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 


July  19,2005 


Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  11  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Ma,  Maxwell, 

McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 


July  26,  2005 


Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Ma,  Maxwell,  McGoldrick, 
Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
Excused:  1  -  Daly 
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FILE  NO.  051001 


ORDINANCE  NO. 


[Making  Environmental  Findings  and  Establishing  the  Comnnunity  Courts  Program  and 
Administrative  Fee.] 

Ordinance  making  required  environmental  findings;  amending  section  10.100-95  of  the 

Administrative  Code  to  provide  that  monies  collected  from  participants  in  the 

Community  Court  Program  to  settle  disputes  or  dismiss  charges  be  deposited  in  the 

Mayor's  Community  Support  Fund  and  make  other  technical  amendments;  amending 

section  10.100-295  of  the  Administrative  Code  to  designate  the  Mayor's  Office  of 

Criminal  Justice  as  administrator  of  the  Dispute  Resolution  Program  and  Fund  and  to 

designate  the  Mayor's  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  and  the  District  Attorney's  Office  as 

administrators  of  the  Community  Courts  Program;  and  to  add  section  10.183  to  the 

Administrative  Code  to  establish  and  authorize  the  District  Attorney  to  collect  a 

Community  Court  Program  Administrative  Fee  to  recover  the  City's  costs  for  the 

District  Attorney  to  participate  in  the  operation  of  the  Community  Courts  Program. 

Note:  Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  AVw  Roman'. 

Board  amendment  additions  are  double  u nde rl i n^d . 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  strikethrough-f^om^al. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco; 
Section  1.  Findings. 

The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in  this 
ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California  Public 
Resources  Code  sections  21000  et.  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.^^^^  arid  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 
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Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending 
Section  10.100-95,  to  read  as  follows: 

SECTION  10.100-95.  MAYOR'S  COMMUHIJY  SUPPORT  FUND.  COURT  RESOLUTION 
PROGR^iM  FUNDS 

(a)  Establishment  of  Fund*.  The  Mayor's  Community  Support  Fund  is-Gmm 
Resolution  Program  Funds  are  established  as  oLcategory  eisht  sm-iun6s  to  receive  all  penalties 
and  r  fines  and  other  payments  collected  from  participants  in  the  Community  Court  Program,  as 
established  in  Section  10. 100-95.  to  resolve  disputes  or  dismiss  charges,  awarded  to  the  City  and 
County  by  a  Community  Court.  A  separate  account  fimd-shaW  be  established  for  each 
Ceommunity  Ceourt  established  or  to  be  established,  including  both  the  Bayxicw  Community 
Court  and  the  Taraval  Community  Court.  All  penalties  and  fines  collected  from  participants  in  the 
Community  Court  Program  to  resolve  incidents  or  dismiss  charges  shall  be  deposited  into  the  Mayor 's 
Community  Support  Fund  account  for  the  community  in  which  the  dispute  occurred.  In  the  event  that 
the  community  in  which  the  incident  occurred  does  not  have  an  account,  those  fines  or  penalties 
collected  shall  be  deposited  into  a  City-wide  account  in  the  Mayor 's  Community  Support  Fund. 
Monies  previously  heins  held  in  the  Mayor 's  Community  Court  Funds  shall  be  deposited  in  the 
respective  Mayor 's  Community  Support  Fund  account. 

(b)  Use  of  Funds.  The  City  shall  expend  the  moneys  in  the  Mayor's  Community  Support 
Fund  Monies  in  these  funds  .shall  he  expended  by  the  City  and  County  exclusively  to  support 
communit\'  enrichment  projects  in  enhance  public  safety  and  quality  of  life  in  the  community  served 
by  the  respective  account. Community  Court,  and  to  support  that  community's  Community  Court 
Program.  The  Director  of  the  Mayor's  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Criminal  Justice  Council,  in 
consultation  with  the  Police  Chief,  District  Attorney,  the  Chief  Executive  Officer  of  the  Superior 
Courts,  and  the  Controller,  shall  establish  guidelines  for  the  disbursement  of  moneys 
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consistent  with  these  purposes.  No  cost  that  may  be  incurred  by  any  City  departnnent  in 
administering  these  moneys  shall  be  recovered  therefrom. 

(c)      Exceptions  to  Fund  Category.  The  Director  of  the  Mayor's  (Xfice  of  Criminal 
Justice  Criminal  Justice  Council,  in  consultation  with  appropriate  City  agencies  and  commimily 
representatives,  the  Police  Chief,  District  Attorney,  and  (he  Chief  Exocutivo  Officer  of  (he  ■Su/K'ntH' 
Courts,  may  disburse  moneys  consistent  with  those  guidelines,  provided  that  any  single 
expenditure  in  excess  of  $5000  may  not  be  disbursed  without  prior  approval  cf  the  Board  of 
Supervisors. 

Section  3.  The  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending 
Section  10.100-295,  to  read  as  follows; 

SECTION  10.100-295.  SAN  FRANCISCO  DISPUTE  RESOLUTION  PROGRAM  FUND. 

(a)  Purpose  of  Fund.  The  City  recognizes  and  acknovyledges  tnat  there  is  a  need 
for  the  encouragement  and  support  of  the  development  and  use  of  alternate  dispute  resolution 
techniques  designed  to  facilitate  the  informal  resolution  of  disputes  among  members  of  the 
community.  To  this  end,  the  City  wishes,  pursuant  to  State  law,  to  establish  a  program  of 
grants  to  public  entities  and  nonpartisan  nonprofit  corporations  for  the  establishment  and 
continuance  of  informal  dispute  resolution  programs  pursuant  to  the  State  Dispute  Resolution 
Programs  (Chapter  8  [commencing  with  Section  465],  Division  1  of  the  Business  and 
Professions  Code)  operated  under  standards  developed  by  the  State  Dispute  Resolution 
Advisory  Council  of  the  Department  of  Consumer  Affairs. 

(b)  Establishment  of  Fund.  The  San  Francisco  Dispute  Resolution  Program  Fund  is 
established  as  a  category  four  fund  for  the  purpose  of  receiving  all  monies  received  anc 
collected  by  the  City  and  County  pursuant  to  the  State-enacted  Dispute  Resolution  Prog-'ams. 
This  fund  will  be  administered  by  the  Controller.  The  City  may  accept  and  deposit  into  this 
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special  fund  funds  from  any  public  or  private  source,  including  increased  civil  action  filing  fees 
authorized  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  accordance  with  the  State  Dispute  resolution 
Program,  as  set  forth  under  Business  and  Professions  Code  Chapters,  Division  1 
(commencing  with  Section  465),  for  the  purposes  of  facilitating  the  Dispute  Resolution 
Program. 

(c)  Use  of  Fund.  The  disbursal  of  any  monies  from  this  fund  shall  be  made  only  in  a 
manner  consistent  with  the  State  Dispute  Resolution  Program.  The  Board  of  Supervisors 
hereby  authorizes  payment  to  the  General  Fund  of  the  City  from  the  Dispute  Resolution 
Program  Fund  of  an  amount  not  to  exceed  10  percent  of  the  total  amount  of  said  fund  for  any 
necessary  and  reasonable  administrative  costs  incurred  in  connection  therewith. 

(d)  Administration  of  Fund.  The  Mayor's  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Communitv 
Development  is  hereby  designated  as  administrator  of  the  Dispute  Resolution  Program  Fund 
and  shall  be  responsible  for  the  establishment  and  management  of  a  program  to  distribute 
grants  to  public  entities  and  nonpartisan,  nonprofit  agencies  in  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco,  pursuant  to  the  standards  set  forth  in  the  Dispute  Resolution  Program  Act:  Funding 
and  Operating  Guidelines,  in  addition  to  other  requirements  specified  under  provisions  of 
State  law. 

The  Mayor's  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Communitv  Development  shall  establish  criteria  for 
grant  awards  that  give  preference  to  community-based  nonprofit  conflict  resolution  programs 
and  distribute  grants  on  a  balanced  basis  to  ensure  the  greatest  possible  access  to  dispute 
resolution  programs  and  services.  The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  shall  uphold  the 
legislative  intent  of  Chapter  8,  Division  1,  Section  465.5  of  the  Business  and  Professions 
Code,  to  the  extent  practicable,  and  utilize  local  resources  that  are  reflective  of  the  diversity  of 
the  community. 
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(e)  Community  Courts  Program.  The  Mayor's  Office  uf  Criminal  Justice,  in  parlnership 
with  the  District  Attorney,  shall  establish  and  maintain  a  Community  Courts  Program  as  pari  of  the 
Dispute  Resolution  Program.  The  Community  Courts  may  handle  cases  occurrini;  in  their  respective 
communities  that  are  referred  to  them  by  the  District  Attorney.  San  Francisco  Police  Department,  or 
other  participating  agencies.  Consistent  with  slate  and  local  law,  in  settling  disputes  or  resolvins 
cases,  the  Community  Courts  may  require  participants  to  perform  community  service  or  pay  monies 
into  the  Mayor's  Community  Support  Fund,  as  established  in  Section  1 0.100-95. 

Section  4.  The  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  adding 
Section  10.183,  to  read  as  follows: 

SECTION  J 0. 1 83.  COMMUNITY  CO UR  T  PROGRA M  A  D.\  fIS'lSTRA  TIVE  FEE. 

(a)      Purpose.  In  order  to  recover  the  cost  to  the  City  for  the  District  Attorney  to  participate 
in  the  operation  of  the  Community  Courts  Program,  as  described  in  section  10.100-295  of  this  Code. 
the  City  will  collect  a  Community  Court  Prosram  Administrative  Fee  as  follows. 

fb)       Collection  of  Fee.  The  District  Attorney  is  authorized  to  colled  the  Administrative  Fee 
from  persons  who  are  determined  by  the  District  Attorney  to  be  eligible  for  the  Community  Court 
Program  and  who  elect  to  participate  in  the  Program.  The  District  Attorney  shall  explain  the  basis  and 
amount  of  any  fee  to  each  person  in  advance  of  his  or  her  participation  in  the  Community  Court 
Program.  The  District  Attorney  is  also  authorized  to  collect  the  Administrative  Fee  from  persons  who 
are  eligible  for  and  who  elect  to  participate  in  the  Pro&-am  but  whose  cases  are  heard  in  an 
administrative  office  because  there  is  no  community-  court  in  the  neighborhood  in  which  the  incident  or 
dispute  occurred. 

(c)       Amount  of  Fee.  Consistent  with  the  Dispute  Resolution  Program  Act  (California 
Business  and  Professions  Code  section  465  el.  seq.  and  implementins:  rcsiulations  at  16  California 
Administrative  Code  section  3600  et.  seq  ),  the  Administrative  Fee  shall  be  assessed  on  a  sliding  scale 
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basis.  Individuals  whose  income  and  resources  fall  below  100  percent  of  the  federal  yoverty  level  shall 
pay  no  Administrative  Fee.  Individuals  whose  income  and  resources  are  between  100  to  200  percent  of 
the  federal  poverty  level  shall  pay  $75. 00  per  case.  Individuals  whose  income  and  resources  exceed 
200  percent  of  the  federal  poverty  level  shall  pay  $115.00  per  case.  A  business  particiyatins  in  the 
Community  Courts  Program  shall  pay  $165.00  per  case.  Beginning  with  fiscal  year  2005-2006,  the 
Controller  shall  each  year  review  and  adjust  the  Administrative  Fees  set  in  this  section  without  further 
action  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  ensure  that  the  Administrative  Fees  produce  sufficient  revenue  to 
support  the  District  Attorney's  participation  in  the  Community  Court  Program,  but  do  not  produce 
revenue  that  exceeds  that  necessary  to  support  the  District  Attorney's  participation. 

fe)       No  Additional  Fees.  No  agency  providing  dispute  resolution  services  through  the 
Community  Court  Program  may  collect  any  additional  administrative  fees  from  participants  in  the 
Community  Courts  Program. 

(f)       Use  of  Fee.  Consistent  with  the  budgetary  and  fiscal  provisions  of  the  Charter, 
proceeds  received  from  collection  of  the  Administrative  Fee  shall  be  used  to  recover  the  costs  to  the 
City  for  the  District  Attorney  to  participate  in  the  operation  of  the  Community  Courts  Program. 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


By: 


AM^S.  ACKERMAN 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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Ordinance  making  required  environnnental  findings;  amending  section  10.100-95  of  the  Administrative 
Code  to  provide  that  monies  collected  from  participants  in  the  Community  Court  Program  to  settle 
disputes  or  dismiss  charges  be  deposited  in  the  Mayor's  Community  Support  Fund  and  make  other 
technical  amendments;  amending  section  10.100-295  of  the  Administrative  Code  to  designate  the 
Mayor's  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  as  administrator  of  the  Dispute  Resolution  Program  and  Fund  and 
to  designate  the  Mayor's  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  and  the  District  Attorney's  Office  as  admin  slrators 
of  the  Community  Courts  Program;  and  to  add  section  10.183  to  the  Administrative  Code  to  establish 
and  authorize  the  District  Attorney  to  collect  a  Community  Court  Program  Administrative  Fee  to 
recover  the  City's  costs  for  the  District  Attorney  to  participate  in  the  operation  of  the  Community 
Courts  Program. 


July  12,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  CONTINUED 

Ayes:  11  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd.  Ma,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

July  19,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  11  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Ma,  Ma.wvell. 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi.  Peskin,  Sandoval 

July  26,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 


Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Ma,  Maxwell.  McGoldrick, 
Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
Excused:  I  -  Daly 
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FILE  NO. 


051002 


ORDINANCE  NO, 


[Establishing  Mayor's  Office  on  Disability  administrative  fees  for  plan  reviews  and  site 
inspections.] 

Ordinance  making  environmental  findings  and  amending  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code  by  adding  a  new  section  2A.22.1  establishing  Mayor's  Office  on 
Disability  administrative  fees  for  plan  reviews  and  site  inspections. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1 .  Findings 

The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in  this 
Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California  Public 
Resources  Code  section  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clefk  of  tne 
Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.    O  S  /  QQ  and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  adding 
Section  2A.22.1 ,  to  read  as  follows: 

Sec.  2A.22.1.  Mayor's  Office  on  Disabilit]'  Plan  Review  and  Site  Inspection  Fees 

Any  city  administered  or  funded  construction  project  requtrins.  the  Mayor's  Office  on  Disahility 
plan  review  or  site  inspection  for  compliance  with  Federal  disability  access  lav^s  and  regulations  shall 
pay  a  fee  consistent  with  this  section.  For  the  purpose  of  this  section,  "plan  review"  includes  reviewing 
and  approving  architectural  drawings,  site  plans,  and  construction  plans  for  compliance  with  Federal 
disability  access  laws  and  regulations  prior  to  the  commencement  of  work.  For  the  purpose  of  this 
section,  "site  inspection"  includes  inspecting  and  approving  all  work  for  compliance  with  Federal 
disability  access  laws  and  regulations  during  the  construction  phase  of  the  project. 


Note: 


Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman; 
deletions  are  slrikethrm*gh-tf^dics  Times  Ne^  Roman. 

Board  amendment  additions  are  double  underline^. 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  strikethrough  normal. 
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 (a)  Plan  Review  and  Site  Inspection  Fees.   At  the  time  the  project  sponsor  submits  its 

architectural  drawings,  site  plans,  and  construction  plans  to  the  Mayor's  Office  on  Disability,  the 
project  sponsor  shall  pay  to  the  Mayor's  Office  on  Disability  a  fee  as  set  forth  below: 

Pro  ject  Size   Fee 

$0  to  $100.000  $150 

$100,001  to  $1.000.000  .15%  COO  15)  of  the  total  valuation  of  the  project 

$1.000.001  to  $10.000.000  $1.600  +  .05%  (.0005)  of  the  total  valuation  of  the  project 

$10.000.001  and  up  $10.000  +  .015%  (.00015)  of  the  total  valuation  of  the  project 

For  the  purposes  of  this  section,  "total  valuation  of  the  project"  shall  mean  the  amount  as 
determined  under  San  Francisco  Building  Code  section  107.2.  The  Mayor's  Office  on  Disability  shall 
not  be  required  to  review  the  architectural  drawings,  site  plans,  and  construction  plans  or  conduct  any 
site  inspections  until  the  project  sponsor  pays  the  fee  established  by  this  section. 

 (b)       Waiver.  The  Director  of  the  Mayor's  Office  on  Disability  may  waive  the  fees 

received  under  this  section  where  the  project  sponsor  demonstrates  in  a  written  application  that 
payment  of  such  fees  would  present  an  undue  financial  hardship  on  the  project  sponsor. 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


By: 


t{homas  s.  lakrit: 

Deputy  City  Attorney 
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FILE  NO.  051003 


ORDINANCE  NO.  L 


[Repeal  of  exemption  from  paying  tow  and  storage  fees  on  stolen  vehicles,  and  waiver  of  an 
administrative  fee  for  recovered  stolen  vehicles  owned  by  residents.] 


Ordinance  repealing  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  IOC. 8-1,  which 

exempts  residents  of  San  Francisco  from  paying  tow  and  storage  fees  on  stolen 

vehicles,  and  amending  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  10C.1  and  San 

Francisco  Traffic  Code  Section  170.1  to  exempt  City  residents  from  payment  of  an 

administrative  fee  in  connection  with  the  towing  and  storage  of  stolen  vehicles. 

Note:  Additions  are  single-underline  Italics  Times  New  Roman; 

deletions  are  sir+keihr-&Hgh  italics  Times  Now  Rom^in. 

Board  amendment  additions  are  double  underlined. 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  strikethrough  normol. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco; 

Section  1.  The  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  repealing 
Section  IOC, 8-1  in  its  entirety. 

SEC.  IOCS  1.  EXEMPTION  FROM  PAYMENT  FOR  TOW  AND  STORAGE  FEES  ON 
STOLEN  VEHICLES  OimED  BY  RESIDENTS  OF  THE  ClTy  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO. 

 The  owner  or  person  in  lawful  possession  of  a  vehicle  (hat  has  been  stolon  ami 

recovered  within  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  shall  he  exenipi  from  paying  foos.  charges  or 
costs  imposed  for  the  towing  or  storage  of  stolen-vchiclos  or  the  amount  charged  for  removal  of 
components  of  a  stolen  vehicle  provided: 

 (a)  The  owner  or  person  in  lawful  possession  of  the  stolen  vehicle  ts  a  residoni  of  ikc 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  shows  proof  of  residency  ^vahin  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco  to  the  San  Francisco  Police  Department; 

 fb)  The  owner  or  person  in  lawful  possession  of  the  stolen  vehicle  has  reported  the 

vehicle  as  stolen  to  the  San  Francisco  Police  Department  prior  to  applying  for  the  exemption 
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 Should  the  owner  or  person  in  lawful  possession  of  the  stolen  vchiele  meet  the 

requirements  set  forth  in  Section  10C.8-l(a)  and  (b)  the  Chief  of  Police  or  his  or  hcr-dcsigncc  shall 
issue  a  voucher  in  the  amount  equal  to  the  total  of  all  fees,  charges  and  costs  for  towing  and  storage 
directed  to  the  person,  firm  or  corporation,  having  custody  of  the  vehicle.  Said  voucher  shall  be  on  a 
form  jointly  approved  by  the  Controller  and  the  Chief  of  Police. 

 Upon  presentation  of  this  voucher  to  the  person,  firm  or  corporation  having  custody  of 

the  vehicle,  the  vehicle  shall  be  repossessed  by  the  person-presenting  the  voucher  without  payment. 

 The  person,  firm  or  corporation  receiving  the  voucher  may  present  the  voucher  to  the 

office  of  the  Police  Department  designated  by  the  Chief  of  Police  for  payment  of  the  fees  stated  on  the 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending 
Section  10C.1  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  10C.1.  REIMBURSEMENT  OR  WAIVER  OF  PAYMENT  FOR  TOW  ON 
VEHICLES;  CONDITIONS  THEREFORE. 

(1 )     Except  as  provided  in  Sections  10C.8  and  IOCS  J,  fees,  charges  or  costs 
imposed  for  the  towing  or  storage  of  vehicles  or  the  amount  charged  for  removal  of 
components  of  a  vehicle  may  be  waived  or  reimbursed  to  the  owner  or  person  in  lawful 
possession  of  the  vehicle  if  the  fees,  charges  or  costs  were  incurred: 

(a)  Because  the  subject  vehicle  was  towed  and  stored  at  the  order  of 
the  San  Francisco  Police  Department  to  examine  the  vehicle  for  evidence  of  a  crime; 

(b)  Because  the  subject  vehicle  was  towed  and  stored  by  the  order  of 
the  San  Francisco  Police  Department  or  the  Department  of  Parking  and  Traffic  and  said 
towing  or  storage  was  not  authorized  by  any  of  the  several  provisions  of  the  Vehicle  Code  of 
the  State  of  California; 
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(c)  Because  officers,  agents  or  employees  of  the  San  Francisco 
Police  Department  or  the  Department  of  Parking  and  Traffic  were  negligent  in  reporting,  filing, 
or  recording  the  circumstances  of  the  towing  and  storage  of  the  vehicle; 

(d)  Because  officers,  agents  or  employees  of  the  San  Francisco 
Police  Department  or  the  Department  of  Parking  and  Traffic  were  negligent  in  reporting  a 
vehicle  as  subject  to  towing  or  storage  or  ordering  a  vehicle  towed  and  stored  when,  in  fact, 
such  vehicle  was  not  subject  to  towing  and  storage;  or 

(e)  Because  a  vehicle  was  towed  or  stored  by  order  of  the  San 
Francisco  Police  Department  or  the  Department  of  Parking  and  Traffic  for  removal  of 
components  of  the  vehicle,  which  components  were  placed  on  the  vehicle  in  violation  of 
Section  10751  of  the  Vehicle  Code. 

(2)      Residents  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  who  own  or  arc  in  lawful 
possession  of  a  vehicle  that  has  been  stolen  and  recovered  within  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
shall  be  exempt  from  payment  of  the  administrative  fee  imposed  by  Section  ]  70. 1  of  the  Traffic  Code. 

(5:2)    No  person  shall  be  exempt  from  or  reimbursed  for  tow  and  storage 
charges  collected  pursuant  to  Section  170.2-A  of  the  Traffic  Code. 

[43)    Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Sections  1 0C.8  and  IOC. 8  /.  indigent  owners 
of  vehicles  and  victims  of  auto  theft  shall  be  exempt  from  paying  fees,  charges,  or  costs 
imposed  for  the  towing  and  storage  of  the  vehicle  and  shall  be  entitled  to  reimbursement  for 
the  same  if  collected. 

Section  3.  The  San  Francisco  Traffic  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
170.1,  to  read  as  follows: 

Sec.  170.1.  ADMINISTRATIVE  FEE. 

A  fee  to  reimburse  the  City  and  County  for  costs  incurred  in  the  administration  of 
the  procedures  for  removing  vehicles  under  this  Article  9  shall  be  charged  to  the  owner  of  a 
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vehicle  removed  pursuant  to  this  Article.  The  Director  of  the  Department  of  Parking  and  Traffic 
or  his  or  her  duly  authorized  representative  is  authorized  to  establish  the  fee  to  be  so  charged 
or  collected,  provided  however  that  the  fee  shall  not  exceed  an  amount  reasonably  calculated 
to  cover  the  actual  costs  incurred  by  the  City  and  County  in  the  exercise  and  administration  of 
the  operations  and  obligations  imposed  by  this  Article.  The  administrative  fee  imposed 
pursuant  to  this  Section  shall  be  In  addition  to  the  fee  charged  by  the  operator  to  the  owner  of 
a  removed  vehicle  pursuant  to  the  contract  between  the  operator  and  the  City  and  County. 
The  fee  imposed  pursuant  to  this  Section  shall  not  be  taken  into  account  in  determining  the 
maximum  fee  that  may  be  charged  by  the  operator  to  the  owner  of  a  removed  vehicle  as 
provided  in  Section  166  of  this  Article  9,  nor  shall  the  administrative  fee  imposed  pursuant  to 
this  Section  be  taken  into  account  in  determining  whether  a  fee  charged  by  the  operator  to  the 
owner  of  a  removed  vehicle  is  excessive  under  Section  170  of  this  Article  9.  The  Director  of 
the  Parking  and  Traffic  Department  of  the  City  and  County,  with  the  approval  of  the  Parking 
and  Traffic  Commission  of  the  City  and  County,  is  hereby  authorized  to  adopt  such  rules, 
regulations  and  procedures  as  he  or  she  determines  are  necessary  and  appropriate  for  the 
imposition,  collection  and  administration  of  the  fee  imposed  by  this  Section. 

In  accordance  with  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  IOC.  1(2),  residents  of  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco  who  own  or  are  in  lawful  possession  of  a  vehicle  that  has  been  stolen  and 
recovered  within  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  shall  be  exempt  from  payment  of  the 
administrative  fee  imposed  by  this  Section. 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA^ity  Attofney 
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SEP  2  0  2005 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
PJJBLIC  LIBRARY 

[Recovery  of  the  City's  costs  or  Bmergency  response  to  incidents  resulting  from  the  negligent 
operation  of  a  motor  vehicle,  boat  or  vessel  by  a  person  under  the  influence  of  alcohol  or 
drugs.] 


Ordinance  adding  Chapter  10H  to  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  authorizing 
the  City  to  recover  the  costs  of  emergency  response  to  incidents  resulting  from 
negligent  operation  of  motor  vehicles,  boats  or  vessels  by  persons  under  the  influence 
of  alcohol  or  drugs,  and  the  costs  of  emergency  response  to  incidents  caused  by 
individuals'  intentionally  wrongful  conduct;  defining  emergency  response  for  the 
purpose  of  this  chapter;  providing  for  the  establishment  by  ordinance  of  the  standard, 
hourly  charges  for  personnel  and  equipment  used  in  emergency  response  to  such 
incidents;  and  directing  the  Police  Department,  Fire  Department  and  the  Health 
Department  to  coordinate  with  designated  City  officials  to  prepare  and  deliver  invoices 
to  the  persons  responsible  for  the  costs  of  the  City's  emergency  response  to  such 
incidents. 

Note:  Additions  are  sinzle-underline  italics  Times  A'gu-  Roman; 

deletions  are  sirikcihrou-gli-iialks  Times  .\'e'>'^---Romaff . 
Board  amendment  additions  are  double„jjaderlined . 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  s^k^th rough  normal. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  The  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  adding 
Chapter  10H,  to  read  as  follov\/s: 

SEC.  I  OH.  I  Liability  for  Costs  of  Emergency  Response 

In  accordance  with  the  authority  proyided  by  California  Goyernment  Code  sections  53  ISO- 
SSI  58,  any  individual  who  is  under  the  influence  of  alcohol  or  drugs,  or  the  combined  influence  of 
alcohol  and  drugs,  and  whose  negligent  operation  of  a  motor  vehicle,  boat  or  vessel  caused  by  that 
in  fluence  proximately  causes  any  incident  resulting  m  an  appropriate  emergency  response,  and  any 
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individual  whose  intentionally  wrongful  cotiduct  proximately  causes  any  incident  resultins  in  an 
appropriate  emergency  response,  shall  he  liable  for  and  shall  pay  to  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco  the  costs  of  such  appropriate  emergency  response.  In  no  event  shall  an  individual 's  liability 
under  this  section  exceed  the  maximum  allowable  under  state  statute. 
Sec.  10H.2.  Appropriate  Emergency  Response  Defined 

(a)  For  purposes  of  this  chapter,  "appropriate  emergency  response"  is  defined  to  mean  those 
actions  taken  by  a  San  Francisco  Police  Officer,  Firefighter,  Firefighter  Paramedic,  Emergency 
Medical  Technician,  or  other  employee  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  who  responds  to  an 
incident,  or  provides  law  en  forcement,  firefi^hting,  rescue  or  emergency  medical  services  at  the  scene 
of  an  incident,  if  that  incident  is  caused  by  the  neslisent  operation  of  a  motor  vehicle,  boat  or  vessel  by 
an  individual  under  the  influence  of  alcohol  or  druss,  or  the  combined  influence  of  alcohol  and  druss, 
or  by  an  individual's  intentionally  wrongful  conduct.  Those  actions  include,  but  are  not  limited  to,  the 
following: 

 (1)  Stopping  a  motorist  or  operator  of  a  boat  or  vessel  upon  the  reasonable  suspicion 

that  he  or  she  is  under  the  influence  of  alcohol  or  drugs,  or  the  combined  influence  of  alcohol  and 
druss;  determining  whether  a  motorist  or  operator  of  a  boat  or  vessel  is  under  the  influence  of  alcohol 
or  dru^s,  or  the  combined  influence  of  alcohol  and  drugs;  preventing  a  motorist  or  operator  of  a  boat 
or  vessel  who  is  under  the  influence  of  alcohol  or  dru2S,  or  the  combined  influence  of  alcohol  and 
druss,  from  operating  or  continuins:  to  operate  a  motor  vehicle,  boat  or  vessel:  placins  under  arrest  a 
motorist  or  operator  of  a  boat  or  vessel  who  is  under  the  influence  of  alcohol  or  drugs,  or  the  combined 
influence  of  alcohol  and  druss:  arranging  for  the  transport  of  a  motorist  or  operator  of  a  boat  or  vessel 
under  the  influence  of  alcohol  or  drugs,  or  the  combined  influence  of  alcohol  and  drus.s;  or  arranging 
for  the  transport  of  his  or  her  vehicle,  boat  or  vessel  to  an  appropriate  location;  or 
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 (2)  Responding  to  the  scene  of  a  vehicular  or  maritime  accident  involving  injun-  to 

persons  or  property;  responding  to  the  scene  of  any  other  incident  involving  injury  la  persons  or 
property;  assisting  persons  injured,  whether  by  the  intentionally  wrongful  conduct  of  others,  or  hv  the 

neslisent  operation  of  a  motor  vehicle,  boat  or  vessel  whde  under  the  influence  of  alcohol  or  drui^s  or 
the  combined  influence  of  alcohol  and  drugs;  transporting  injured  persons  to  an  appropriate  location: 
or  performing  any  other  acts  at  the  scene  of  the  incident  or  accident  that  are  designed  to  prevent  or 
alleviate  harm  or  injury  to  persons  or  properly. 
SEC.  10H.3  Collection  of  Costs 

{a)  The  hourly  charges  assessed  to  compensate  the  City  and  County  for  the  personnel  and 
equipment  costs  of  an  emergency  response  to  an  incident  caused  by  an  individual's  intentionally 
wrongful  conduct,  or  by  an  individual's  negligent  operation  of  a  motor  vehicle,  boat  or  vessel  while 
under  the  influence  of  alcohol  or  drugs,  or  the  combined  influence  of  alcohol  and  drugs,  shall  he 
determined  by  the  Fire  Department,  Police  Departmeni,  Emergency  Communication  Department  and 
the  Department  of  Public  Health,  as  to  their  respective  personnel  and  equipment,  in  consultation  with 
the  Controller,  and  shall  he  established  by  ordinance. 

(b)  The  City  and  County  shall  prepare  all  invoices  and  shall  take  all  other  actions  necessary  to 
collect  the  costs  of  an  appropriate  emergency  responses  as  defined  m  Section  I  OH.  2.  The  Eire 
Department,  Police  Department  and  the  Department  of  Public  Health  shall  cooperate  with  designated 
City  and  County  officials  to  collect  such  costs,  and  within  30  days  of  any  appropriate  emergence' 
response  by  their  personnel,  shall  provide  to  the  designated  officials  the  in  formation  necessar\-  to 
prepare  and  deliver  an  invoice  for  the  collection  of  the  costs  of  such  response. 

(c)  If  an  individual  reimburses  the  City  and  County  for  the  cost  of  an  emergency  response  in 
connection  with  negligent  operation  of  a  motor  vehicle,  boat  or  vessel  under  the  influence  of  alcohol  or 
drugs,  or  the  combined  influence  of  alcohol  and  drugs,  the  individual  is  charged  criminally  with 
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operation  of  a  motor  vehicle,  boat  or  vessel  while  under  the  influence  of  alcohol  or  drugs,  or  the 
combined  influence  of  alcohol  and  drugs,  and  the  judge  or  fur\'  acquits  the  individual  of  the  charge,  or 
the  District  Attorne\'  dismisses  the  criminal  charge  and  that  dismissal  is  not  entered  in  exchange  for  a 
plea  of  guilty  or  no  contest  to  a  lesser-included  offense,  the  City  and  County  shall  reimburse  the 
individual  for  the  costs  of  the  emergency  response. 
SEC.  10H.4  Severahility 

In  the  event  that  a  court  or  agency  of  competent  jurisdiction  holds  that  federal  or  state  law,  rule 
or  regulation  invalidates  any  clause,  sentence,  paragraph  or  section  of  this  Chapter  or  the  application 
thereof  to  any  person  or  circumstances,  it  is  the  intent  of  the  Board  of  Supen'isors  that  the  court  or 
agency  sever  such  clause,  sentence,  paragraph  or  section  so  that  the  remainder  of  this  Chapter  shall 
remain  in  effect. 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 
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City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  I  Dr.  Carluxt  B  Goodtcit  PUrc 

San  Francisco.  CA  V4l02-46«9 

Tails 
Ordinance 


File  Number:       051004  Date  Passed: 

Ordinance  adding  Chapter  10H  to  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  authorizing  the  City  to 
recover  the  costs  of  emergency  response  to  incidents  resulting  from  negligent  operation  of  nr\otor 
vehicles,  boats  or  vessels  by  persons  under  the  influence  of  alcohol  or  drugs,  and  the  costs  of 
emergency  response  to  incidents  caused  by  individuals'  intentionally  wrongful  conduct;  defining 
emergency  response  for  the  purpose  of  this  chapter;  providing  for  the  establishment  by  ordinance  of 
the  standard,  hourly  charges  for  personnel  and  equipment  used  in  emergency  response  to  such 
incidents;  and  directing  the  Police  Department,  Fire  Department  and  the  Health  Department  to 
coordinate  with  designated  City  officials  to  prepare  and  deliver  invoices  to  the  persons  responsible  for 
the  costs  of  the  City's  emergency  response  to  such  incidents. 


July  12,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  CONTINUED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly.  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Ma.  Maxwell. 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

July  19,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  11  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Ma.  Maxwell. 
McGoldrick,  Mirkaiimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

July  26,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Ma,  Maxwell,  McGoldrick, 
Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
Excused:  1  -  Daly 


City  and  CouiUy  of  San  Francisco  1  Pruned  al  10  23  ,A  If  on 


File  No.  05 1004  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordmance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  July  26,  2005  by 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 
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ORDINANCE  NO. 


[Entertainment  Commission  Permits,  Licenses  and  Fees.] 

Ordinance  (1)  amending  the  San  Francisco  Police  Code  by  amending  Sections  2.2,  2.9. 
2.25,  2.26,  2.27,  2.31,  43,  43.2,  48  1037.2,  and  adding  Sections  1060.1-1  and  1070.1-1,  to 
(i)  increase  the  application  fees  for  Place  of  Entertainment  permits  and  permits  for 
Extended  Hours  Premises,  and  the  annual  license  fees  for  Places  of  Entertainment  and 
Mechanical  Amusement  Devices,  to  defray  the  City's  annual  costs  of  Entertainment 
Commission  operations  attributable  to  such  permitted  businesses,  (ii)  eliminate 
distinctions  between  commercial  and  non-commercial  uses  for  purposes  of 
loudspeaker  permits  (iii)  and  to  make  technical  amendments  and  corrections,  as 
specified;  (2)  amending  the  San  Francisco  Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code  by 
amending  Sections  1.1,  1.2,  1.3,  1.51,  8,  and  23,  and  adding  Sections  249.17,  249.18. 
and  249.19,  to  make  technical  amendments  and  corrections  in  conformity  with  the 
amendments  to  the  Police  Code;  and  (3)  making  findings  pursuant  to  the  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act,  Public  Resources  Code  Section  21080(b)(8)(A),  that  the 
adjustments  to  the  fees  are  not  a  "project"  and  that  such  fees  are  imposed  for  the 
purpose  of  meeting  operating  expenses  of  the  Entertainment  Commission  and  Police 
Department,  including  employee  wage  rates,  fringe  benefits  and  other  direct  and 
indirect  overhead  charges  attributable  to  such  entertainment-related  permits  and 
annual  licenses. 

Note:  Additions  are  sinsle-underline  italics  Times  .Wu'  Roman; 

deletions  are  strikcthrongh  italics  Times  .Vc'u  Roman. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  dou ble_u pgleTjined . 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  strikot^ 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  Findings. 
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The  Board  of  Supervisors  finds  and  declares  the  following: 

The  San  Francisco  Entertainment  Commission,  established  effective  July  1,  2003, 
assumed  responsibility  from  the  Police  Department  for  issuing  "entertainment-related 
permits,"  including  licenses  and  permits  for  loudspeakers,  places  of  entertainment,  extended 
hours  premises,  billiard  and  pool  tables,  mechanical  amusement  devices,  itinerant  shows  and 
other  amusements  as  set  forth  in  the  San  Francisco  Police  Code.  The  Commission 
coordinates  review  of  entertainment-related  permit  applications  and  related  investigations  by 
the  Police  Department,  Planning  Department,  Department  of  Public  Health,  Department  of 
Parking  and  Traffic  and  other  City  departments  and  offices  having  a  role  in  the  review  and 
approval  of  the  application  depending  on  the  type  of  permit  and  nature  of  the  business  or 
activity  proposed  by  the  applicant.  The  most  common  types  of  permit  applications  received 
by  the  Commission  are  for  places  of  entertainment,  extended  hours  premises,  pool  and 
billiard  tables,  arcades  and  loudspeakers.  Most  applications  require  that  the  Commission 
conduct  a  public  hearing  and  post  notice  at  the  location  of  the  proposed  bar,  nightclub  or  other 
venue  seeking  an  entertainment-related  permit. 

The  Entertainment  Commission  is  also  responsible  for  promoting  the  responsible 
operation  of  entertainment  venues  and  events,  establishing  "good  neighbor  policies"  and 
imposing  reasonable  conditions  on  permits,  to  balance  the  cultural,  economic,  employment 
and  other  benefits  of  a  vibrant  entertainment  industry  in  San  Francisco  with  the  needs  of 
residents  and  businesses  in  the  vicinity  of  entertainment  venues  and  events.  The 
Commission,  through  its  Executive  Director,  attempts  to  mediate  disputes  between  the 
operators  of  permitted  venues  and  neighbors  or  other  persons  affected  by  nightclubs,  bars, 
pool  halls  and  other  places  of  entertainment  and  late  night  businesses. 

The  Entertainment  Commission  also  assumed  disciplinary  and  enforcement  authority 
from  the  Police  Department  to  suspend  and  revoke  entertainment-related  permits  of  problem 
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venues,  as  set  forth  in  the  Police  Code  and  Chapter  90  of  the  Administrative  Code.  The 
suspension  or  revocation  of  such  permits  involves  an  administrative  "due  process  hearing" 
similar  to  a  trial  but  not  subject  to  formal  rules  of  evidence  applicable  in  court.  In  such 
hearings  a  Deputy  City  Attorney,  on  behalf  of  the  Executive  Director  of  the  Entertainment 
Commission,  Chief  of  Police  or  other  appropriate  City  officer  desiring  to  take  disciplinary 
action  against  the  permit  holder,  presents  evidence  and  argument  to  the  Commission 
regarding  the  alleged  violations  of  the  Police  Code,  permit  conditions  or  other  laws  regarding 
the  conduct  or  condition  of  the  venue.  The  permit  holder  or  its  counsel  may  present  evidence 
and  argument  to  rebut  the  charges  or  mitigate  the  sanction  if  the  Commission  finds  a  violation. 
In  such  proceedings  a  Deputy  City  Attorney,  who  is  screened  from  the  attorneys  presenting 
the  case  to  suspend  or  revoke  the  permit,  advises  the  Commission.  The  Commission 
considers  the  evidence  submitted  at  the  hearing,  deliberates  and  decides  whether  suspension 
or  revocation  is  warranted  and,  if  so,  the  appropriate  level  of  sanction  within  the  range 
authorized  under  the  relevant  provisions  of  the  Police  Code. 

As  part  of  the  enabling  legislation  creating  the  Entertainment  Commiission,  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  established  a  policy  to  set  fees  for  entertainment-related  permits  and  licenses  at 
levels  sufficient  to  cover  the  estimated  annual  operating  costs  of  the  Commission.  Under 
Administrative  Code  §90.9,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  must  consider  establishing  fees  for 
entertainment-related  permits  at  levels  sufficient  to  cover  the  Commission's  estimated  annual 
operating  costs  by  the  beginning  of  fiscal  year  2005-2006.  This  ordinance  amends  the 
existing  fees  charged  for  permit  applications  and  annual  license  fees  in  connection  v;ith  the 
following  types  of  entertainment-related  permits  issued  by  the  Commission:  extended  hours 
premises,  loudspeaker,  mechanical  amusement  devices  (first  machine)  and  place  of 
entertainment.  As  set  forth  in  the  analysis  prepared  by  the  Controller's  Office,  contained  in 
Board  of  Supervisors  File  No.  City's  estimated  annual  costs  of  the  Entertainment 
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Commission,  including  legal  services  provided  by  the  City  Attorney's  Office,  processing 
applications  (including  background  and  related  investigations  conducted  by  the  Police 
Department),  commission  hearings  and  meetings,  staff,  employee  wage  rates,  fringe  benefits 
and  associated  direct  and  indirect  overhead  costs  attributable  to  such  entertainment  related 
permits  and  licenses,  is  reflected  in  the  revised  rates. 

The  new  fee  schedule  more  closely  reflects  the  City's  costs  of  operating  the 
Entertainment  Commission  attributable  to  processing  applications  for  entertainment-related 
permits  and  the  Commission's  ongoing  regulatory  responsibilities  with  respect  to  businesses, 
events  and  venues  required  to  obtain  and  renew  such  permits  and  licenses.  The  new  fee 
schedule  also  covers  the  costs  of  services  provided  by  the  Police  Department  and  City 
Attorney's  Office  for  assisting  the  Commission  to  effectively  perform  its  initial  permitting  and 
on-going  regulatory  oversight  functions.  The  allocation  of  the  City's  costs  among  the  one-time 
application  fees  and  annual  license  fees,  as  adjusted  by  this  ordinance,  is  based  on  the 
estimated  number  of  applications  processed  and  time  expended  by  the  Entertainment 
Commission,  Police  Department  and  City  Attorney's  Office,  as  set  forth  in  the  Controller's 
analysis.  The  fee  increases  will  take  effect  beginning  with  fiscal  year  2005-2006,  and  will  be 
adjusted  annually  for  inflation  or  deflation  according  to  the  relevant  Consumer  Price  Index,  as 
determined  by  the  Controller.  The  adjustments  to  the  specific  entertainment-related  fees  are 
as  follows: 


TYPE  OF  FEE 

DESCRIPTION 

CURRENT  FEE 

PROPOSED  FEE 

Application 

Extended  Hours 
Premises 

$1,471 

$1,500 

Annual  License 

Extended  Hours 
Premises 

$347 

$370 

Annual  License 

Mechanical 
Amusement  Device 
{first  machine) 

$190 

$256 
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Application 

Place  of  Entertainment 

$1,471 

$1,500 

In  adopting  this  ordinance,  the  Board  intends  to  enable  the  City  to  recover  its  total 
actual  costs,  but  no  more,  incurred  in  connection  with  the  entertainment-related  permits  and 
annual  licenses  described  above.  The  Board  of  Supervisors  further  finds  that  imposing  and 
calculating  such  fees  as  set  forth  in  the  Controller's  analysis  reasonable  and  appropriate,  and 
does  not  exceed  the  City's  costs  of  operating  the  Entertainment  Commission,  including  legal 
services  provided  by  the  City  Attorney's  Office,  processing  applications  (including  background 
and  related  investigations  conducted  by  the  Police  Department),  commission  hearings  and 
meetings,  staff,  employee  wage  rates,  fringe  benefits  and  associated  direct  and  indirect 
overhead  costs  attributable  to  such  entertainment  related  permits  and  licenses. 

This  ordinance  also  amends  both  the  Police  Code  and  Business  and  Tax  Regulations 
Code  to  make  technical  corrections,  conforming  changes  to  reflect  the  fee  adjustments  and 
the  previous  transfer  of  responsibility  for  entertainment-related  permits  from  the  Police 
Department  to  the  Entertainment  Commission.  It  also  eliminates  the  distinction  between 
commercial  and  non-commercial  uses  when  applying  for  loudspeaker  permits  because  the 
City's  costs  of  processing  such  applications  and  issuing  loudspeaker  permits  does  not  depend 
on  the  content  of  the  amplified  sound. 

Section  2.  CEQA  Findings. 

The  Board  of  Supervisors  finds  that  the  revisions  to  the  fees  for  Entertainment-related  ' 
permits  (as  defined  in  Administrative  Code  Section  90.2(c))  are  not  a  project  as  defined  by  the 
California  Environmental  Quality  Act  pursuant  to  Public  Resources  Code  Section 
21080(b)(8)(A).  The  Board  finds  that  the  fees  for  permit  applications  and  annual  license  *ees 
authorized  by  Sections  1060.1-1,  1060.2,  1070.1-1.  1070.2  of  the  Police  Code,  as  amended 
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by  this  ordinance,  is  for  the  purpose  of  meeting  operating  expenses,  including  employee  wage 
rates  and  fringe  benefits,  attributable  to  such  written  findings. 

Section  3.  The  San  Francisco  Police  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Sections 
2.2,  2.9,  2.25,  2.26,  2.27,  2.31,  43,  43.2.  48  and  1037.2,  and  1060.29,  and  by  adding  Sections 
1060.1-1  and  1070.1-1,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  2.2.  FEE  SETTING  PROCEDURE. 

Each  year  the  Chief  of  Police  and  Executive  Director  of  the  Entertainment  Commission  shall 
cause  a  report  to  be  made  of  the  revenues  received  from  each  type  of  fee  collected  by  the 
Police  Department  and  Entertainment  Commission,  respectively,  the  costs  incurred  in  providing 
the  services  for  which  the  fee  is  assessed,  the  anticipated  costs  for  the  ensuing  fiscal  year 
and  the  rates  which  would  be  necessary  to  support  such  costs  for  each  type  of  fee.  Said 
report  shall  be  filed  with  the  Controller  no  later  than  April  1st  of  each  year  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  Section  3.17-2  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code. 

The  Controller  shall  file  said  report  with  the  Board  of  Supervisors  no  later  than  May 
15th  of  each  year  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors  shall,  by  ordinance,  establish  or  readjust  the 
rates  for  the  filing  fees  and  license  fees.  The  rates  set  shall  be  equal  to,  but  not  greater  than, 
the  rates  necessary  to  support  the  costs  of  providing  the  services  for  which  each  fee  is 
assessed. 
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SEC.  2.9.  PERMITS  ISSUED  BY  THE  POLICE  DEPARTMENT  OR 
ENTERTAINMENT  COMMISSION. 

Since  the  following  permits  have  no  license  in  connection  therewith,  they  will  not  be 
delivered  to  the  Tax  Collector,  but  will  be  issued  directly  from  the  office  of  the  Police 
Department  or  Entertainment  Commission,  as  the  case  may  be. 
Change  in  Color  Scheme. 
Closing-Out  Sale. 

Dance  Hall  Keeper,  One  Night  Dance. 
Loudspeaker,  Non  commcKcial. 
Sound  Truck,  Non  commercial. 

SEC.  2.25.  DETERMINATION  OF  PERCENTAGE  OF  FEES  CREDITED  TO  OTHER 
DEPARTMENTS. 

Each  year  the  Controller  shall  determine  vyhat  percentage  of  the  money  charged 
for  any  filing  fee  is  charged  in  order  to  offset  the  costs  incurred  by  City  departments  oiher  than 
the  Police  Department  in  regulating  and  inspecting  permits  issued  by  the  Police  Department  and 
Entertainment  Commission,  and  the  Controller  shall  credit  the  appropriate  percentage  of  such 
fees  shall  he  credited  by  the  Police  Department  to  the  other  department  as  required  by  the 
Charter  and  Municipal  Code. 


SEC.  2.26.  SCHEDULE  OF  PERMITS  AND  FILING  FEES. 

The  following  filing  fees,  payable  in  advance  to  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco,  are  required  when  submitting  applications  for  permits  to  the  Police  Department  or 
Entertainment  Commission: 
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TYPE  OF  PERMIT  FILING  FEE 

Permit  Amendment/Additional  Partner    $  81 

Amusement  Park  871 

Antique  Shop  558 

Auto  Wrecker  664 

Ball  or  Ring  Throwing  Games  477 

Balloon  and  Kite  Advertising  367 

Billiard  Parlor  456 

Bingo  Games  112 

Amendment  to  Permit  112 
Circus  648 

Closing-Out  Sale  413 
Dance  Hall  Keeper  1,401 

Amendment  to  Permit  660 

One  Night  Dance  40 
Dealer  in  Firearms  and/or  Ammunition  961 

Renewal  218 
Discharge  of  Cannon  400 
Distributor  of  Advertising 

Class  A  524 

Class  B  459 
Driverless  Auto  Rental  631 
Ervcounter  Studio 

Owner  725 

Employee  202 
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Escort  Service 

Owner  709 

Employee  202 
Extended  Hours  Permit      h4Q4  1,500 

Amendment  to  Pennit  660 
Fortuneteller  357 
Funeral  Procession  Escort  224 

Insignia  and  Uniform  13 
General  Soliciting  Agent  252 
Itinerant  Show  680 

Itinerant  Show/Nonprofit  [fee  set  by  Police  Code  Section  1017.2]     1 00 
Junk  Dealer  945 
Junk  Gatherer 

Resident  439 

Nonresident  370 
Licensed  Tour  Guide  272 
Loudspeaker  416 

Commercial — 444 

Noncommercial  49 

Vehicle  416 
IVIasked  Ball  779 
Massage  Establishment     1 ,684 
Masseur/Masseuse  202 

Trainee  202 
Mechanical  Amusement  Devices  568 
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Mechanical  Contrivance  568 
IVIiniature  Golf  Course  586 
IVIobile  Caterer  775 

Additional  Stop  73 

Assistant  73 

Transfer  of  Stop  73 
Museum  645 

Nude  Models  in  Public  Photographic  Studio 

Owner  704 

Employee  202 
Off-Heliport  Landing  Site  477 
One  Night  Event  255 
Outcall  Massage  462 
Pawnbroker  763 
Peddler 

Fish,  Vegetables,  Fruit  525 

Food  for  Human  Consumption  525 

Nonfood  330 

Employee  77 
Pedicab  Driver  77 
Pedicab  Owner 

First  Pedicab  372 

Each  Additional  Pedicab  84 
Photographer,  Public  Place 

Owner  429 
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Solicitor  77 
Photographic  Solicitor 

Owner  429 

Employee  77 
Place  of  Entertainment       ^^4m-  1500 

Amendment  to  Permit  660 
Poker  894 

Amendment  to  Permit  79 
Public  Bathhouse  1,122 
Public  Outcry  Sales  716 
Pushcart  Peddler  594 
Recreational  Equipment  Vendor  408 
Rodeo  Exhibition/Wild  West  Show  651 
Second  Hand  Dealer  558 
Second  Hand  Dealer,  Auto  Accessories  558 
Shooting  Gallery  723 
Skating  Rink  693 
Street  Photographer 

Owner  379 

Solicitor  231 
Tow  Car  Driver  198 
Tow  Car  Finn  575 
Trade-In  Dealer  713 
Valet  Parking 

Fixed  Location  535 
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Annual  Special  Event  350 
Vehicle  for  Hire,  Nonmotorized  644 


SEC.  2.27.  SCHEDULE  OF  LICENSE  FEES  FOR  PERMITS  ISSUED  BY  THE 
POLICE  DEPARTMENT  OR  ENTERTAINMENT  COMMISSION. 

The  following  license  fees  are  payable  to  the  Tax  Collector  for  permits  issued  by  the 
Police  Department  or  Entertainment  Commission  and,  when  applicable,  for  their  renewal: 

Note:  All  license  fees  are  at  an  annual  rate  unless  othenA/ise  indicated. 

TYPE  OF  PERMIT  LICENSE  FEE 

Amusement  Park    $  310 

Antique  Shop  52 

Auto  Wrecker  408 

Ball  or  Ring  Throwing  Games  136 

Balloon  and  Kite  Advertising  75  per  quarter 

Billiard  Parlor 

First  Table  125 

Each  Additional  Table  12 
Bingo  Game  66 
Cabaret  263 
Circus    275  per  day 
Dance  Hall  Keeper  354 
Dealer  in  Firearms  and/or  Ammunition  378 
Discharge  of  Cannon  41  per  day 

Distributor  of  Advertising 
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Class  A  112 

Class  B  29 
Driverless  Auto  Rental  269 
Encounter  Studio 

Owner  426 

Employee  48 
Escort  Service 

Owner  432 

Employee  75 
Extended  Hours  Permit  370 
Fortuneteller  40 
Funeral  Procession  Escort  96 
General  Soliciting  Agent  74 
Itinerant  Show,  Each  Concession      36  per  day 
Junk  Dealer  454 
Junk  Gatherer 

Resident  86 

Nonresident  86 
Licensed  Tour  Guide  1 28 

Loudspeaker,  Commercial  135 
Masked  Ball     194  per  day 
Massage  Establishment  463 
Masseur/Masseuse  75 

Trainee  75  per  90-day  permit 

Mechanical  Amusement  Devices 
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First  Machine  4^  256 

Each  Additional  IVIachine  29 
Mechanical  Contrivance 

First  Machine  144 

Each  Additional  Machine  22 
Miniature  Golf  Course  137 
Mobile  Caterer  582 

Assistant  41 
Museum  172 

Nude  Models  in  Public  Photography  Studio 

Owner  408 

Employee  75 
Off-Heliport  Landing  Site       32  per  day 
Outcall  Massage  393 
Pawnbroker  447 
Peddler 

Fish,  Vegetables,  Fruit  624 

Food  for  Human  Consumption  624 

Nonfood  166 

Employee  67 
Pedicab  Driver  22 
Pedicab  Owner 

First  Pedicab  277 

Each  Additional  Pedicab  139 
Photographer,  Public  Place 
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Owner  172 

Solicitor  66 
Photographic  Solicitor 

Owner  139 

Employee  66 
Place  of  Entertainment  347 
Poker  261 

Public  Bathhouse  364 

Public  Outcry  Sales  246 

Pushcart  Peddler  624 

Recreational  Equipment  Vendor  261 

Rodeo  ExhibitionAA/ild  West  Show  1 25  per  day 

Second  Hand  Dealer  53 

Second  Hand  Dealer,  Auto  Accessories  53 

Shooting  Gallery  136 

Skating  Rink  300 

Street  Photographer 

Owner  137 

Solicitor  67 
Tow  Car  Driver  28 
Tow  Car  Firm 

First  Tow  Truck  457 

Each  Additional  Tow  Truck    1 82 
Trade-In  Dealer  513 
Valet  Parking 
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Fixed  Location  222 
Annual  Special  Event  139 
Vehicle  for  Hire,  Nonmotorized  139 

SEC.  2.31 .  ANNUAL  ADJUSTMENT  OF  FEES. 

Beginning  with  fiscal  year  2003-2004,  fees  set  in  Sections  2.26  and  2.27  may  be 
adjusted  each  year,  without  further  action  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  to  reflect  changes  in 
the  relevant  Consumer  Price  Index,  as  determined  by  the  Controller. 

No  later  than  April  1 5th  of  each  year,  the  Police  Department  and  Entertainment 
Commission  shall  Submit  its  current  fee  schedule  to  the  Controller,  who  shall  apply  the  price 
index  adjustment  to  produce  a  new  fee  schedule  for  the  following  year. 

No  later  than  May  15th  of  each  year,  the  Controller  shall  file  a  report  with  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  reporting  the  new  fee  schedule  and  certifying  that:  (a)  the  fees  produce  sufficient 
revenue  to  support  the  costs  of  providing  the  services  for  which  each  fee  is  assessed,  and  (b) 
the  fees  do  not  produce  revenue  which  is  significantly  more  than  the  costs  of  providing  the 
services  for  which  each  fee  is  assessed. 

SEC.  43.  PERMITS  FOR  USE  OF  LOUDSPEAKER  OR  SOUND  AMPLIFYING 
EQUIPMENT  OUTSIDE  BUILDINGS  OR  OUT  OF  DOORS. 

(a)  Noncommercial  Uses.  Upon  application  made  as  herein  provided  and  subject  to  the 

provisions  of  Sections  47.2  and  49  of  this  Code,  the  Entertainment  Commission  shall  issue  a  permit  for 
use  of  a  loudspeaker  or  sound  amplifying  equipment  not  attached  to  nor  operated  in  or  upon  sound 
trucks  to  project  sound  outside  of  any  building  or  at  any  location  out  of  doors  in  any  part  of  said  City 
and  County  for  the  following  purposes  only: 
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{4j  To  make  appeals  on  behalf  of  charity,  subject  to  Sections  590  through  5Q6  of  this  Coiie: 

whenever  applicable; 

{2)  To  amplify  announcements  and  other  maUers-ehiring  and  as  a  pari  of  publie  evenHht 

(3j  To  publish  affairs  of  interest  to  the  public,  not  described  in  Subsection  (h)  hereof 

(ab)    Use  of  Loudspeakers  for  Commercial  Purpf>ses.  Upon  application  made  as  herein 
provided  and  subject  to  the  provisions  of  Sections  47.2  and  49  of  this  Code,  the  Entertainment 
Commission,  at  its  discretion,  may  issue  a  permit  for  use  of  a  loudspeaker  or  sound  amplifier 
not  attached  to  sound  trucks  to  project  sound  outside  of  any  building  or  at  any  location  out  of 
doors  in  any  part  of  said  City  and  County  at  such  times  and  upon  such  days  as  he  n  may 
designate,  for  any  lawful  purpose,  the  following  purposes: 

fij  To  announce  contests,  sporting  events,  ceremonials  and  other  games,  diwrtuscmcnls  Of 

commercial  events,  and  to  broadcast  music  or  entertainment  in  connection  therewith  for  the 
information  or  amusement  of  persons  there  assembled. 

(2)  To  advertise  commercial  products  or  services. 

{he)  Information  Required  for  Permit.  Application  to  the  Entertainment  Commission  for  a 
permit  to  use  a  loudspeaker  or  sound  amplifier  as  herein  provided  shall  be  made  on  a  form 
available  at  the  office  of  the  Entertainment  Commission  and  shall  contain  the  follov;ing 
information: 

(1 )  The  name  and  address  of  applicant; 

(2)  The  purpose  for  which  sound  amplification  will  be  used; 

(3)  Location  at  which  loudspeaker  or  amplifier  will  be  placed; 

(4)  Hours  during  which  sound  will  be  amplified;  and 

(5)  Dates  upon  which  sound  amplification  will  be  made 
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SEC.  43.2.  LICENSE  FEE  FOR  COMMERCLiL  LOUDSPEAKERS. 

Upon  granting  the  loudspeaker  pernnit  for  commercial  purposes,  the  Chief  of  Police 
Entertainment  Commission  shall  forward  the  permit  to  the  Tax  Collector  // the  permit  authorizes 
sound  amplification  for  seven  or  more  days  in  a  calendar  year,  who  shall  issue  a  license  Upon 
payment  by  the  applicant  of  the  license  fee,  payable  in  advance. 

SEC.  48.  COMMERCIAL  ADVERTISING  BY  SOUND  TRUCK  LICENSED  AND 
REGULATED,  LICENSE  REQUIRED. 

It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person  to  use  or  cause  to  be  used  any  sound  truck  in  the 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  for  any  purpose  commercial  advertising- purposes  before  an 
application  has  been  filed  with  the  Entertainment  Commission  as  provided  in  Section  47(a)  of 
this  Code;  the  applicant  has  expressly  assumed  responsibility  for  performance  of  all  matters 
and  observance  of  all  restrictions  contained  in  Section  47.2  of  this  Code;  the  Entertainment 
Commission  has  approved  the  application  and  issued  a  permit  at  its  discretion,  as  provided  in 
Section  652  et  seq.  of  this  Code;  and  a  license  has  been  obtained  from  the  Tax  Collector  as 
therein  provided.  The  terms  and  conditions  of  Section  682  et  seq.  of  this  Code  apply  with  full 
force  and  effect  to  the  licensing  of  all  sound  trucks  used  for  commercial  advertising  any  purpose 
within  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco. 

SEC.  1037.2.  LICENSE  FEE. 

Every  person,  firm  or  corporation  owning,  leasing  or  maintaining  any  billiard 
table,  pool  table,  or  combination  table,  for  the  use  of  patrons  of  any  place  of  business,  shall 
pay  Q^n  annual  license  fee  to  the  Tax  Collector,  payable  in  advance,  for  the  first  SUCh  table  and 
additional  license  fee  for  each  additional  such  table  in  any  such  place  of  business.  The  permit 
shall  he  nontransferable. 
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The  annual  license  fee  prescribed  in  this  Section  is  clue  and  payable  on  a  calendar  year  basis, 
starting  January  1st  of  each  year.  Fees  for  new  permits  issued  after  the  first  dav  of  January  of  a 
particular  year  shall  he  prorated  with  regard  to  the  calendar  year  on  a  monthly  basis. 

SEC.  1060.1-1.  LICENSE  FEES. 

Every  person  granted  a  place  of  entertainment  permit  hv  the  Entertainment  Commission  under 
this  Article  shall  pay  to  the  Tax  Collector  an  annual  license  fee,  payable  in  adygnce. 

The  license  fee  prescribed  in  this  Section  is  due  and  payable  on  a  calendar  year  basis,  starting 
January  1st  of  each  year.  Fees  for  new  permits  issued  after  the  first  dav  of  January  of  a  particular  year 
shall  be  prorated  with  regard  to  the  calendar  year  on  a  monthly  basis.  The  amount  of  the  license  fee 
for  the  2005-2006 fiscal  year  shall  be  as  set  forth  in  Section  2.27  of  this  Code,  and  such  amount  shall 
he  adjusted  for  in  flation  commencing  with  the  2006-2007  fiscal  year,  and  annually  thereafter,  in 
accordance  with  section  2.31  of  this  Code. 

SEC.  1060.29.  ONE  NIGHT  EVENT  PERMIT. 

(a)  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person  without  a  valid  Place  of  Entertainment 
permit  to  conduct,  promote,  or  sponsor  or  to  cause  or  to  permit  to  be  conducted,  promoted,  or 
sponsored  any  one  night  occurrence  of  "entertainment"  as  defined  by  this  Article  without  first 
obtaining  a  One  Night  Event  permit  from  the  Entertainment  Commission. 

(b)  Any  place  or  premises  for  which  a  permit  to  operate  a  one  night  event  is 
sought  must  conform  to  all  existing  health,  safety,  zoning  and  fire  ordinances  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco;  must  have  a  valid  public  eating  place  permit  from  the  Department  of 
Public  Health,  and  is  subject  to  all  other  requirements  of  this  Article.  The  Entertainment 
Commission  may  issue  a  permit  under  this  Section  conditional  upon  the  applicant  receiving 
the  other  required  permits. 
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(c)  Every  person  desiring  a  permit  pursuant  to  this  Article  shall  file  an 
application  with  the  Entertainment  Commission  upon  a  form  provided  by  the  Entertainment 
Commission  and  shall  pay  a  filing  fee.  Every  application  for  a  permit  under  this  Article  shall 
be  verified  as  provided  in  the  California  Code  of  Civil  Procedure  for  the  verification  of 
pleadings. 

(d)  Any  place  or  premises  where  a  one  night  event  is  to  be  held  must  have  a 
Security  Plan.  Proof  of  such  shall  be  provided  by  permit  applicant  at  the  time  of  application 
for  a  one  night  event  permit. 

(e)  The  Entertainment  Commission  shall  grant  a  permit  pursuant  to  this 
Article  unless  it  finds  that: 

(i)  The  building,  structure,  equipment  or  location  of  the  proposed  one  night 
event  does  not  comply  with  or  fails  to  meet  all  of  the  health,  zoning,  fire  and  safety 
requirements  or  standards  of  all  the  laws  of  the  State  of  California  or  ordinances  of  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco  applicable  to  such  business  operation;  or 

(ii)  The  building,  structure,  equipment  or  location  of  the  proposed  one  night 
event  cannot  adequately  accommodate  the  type  and  volume  of  vehicle  and  pedestrian  traffic 
anticipated;  or 

(iii)  The  building,  structure,  equipment  or  location  of  the  proposed  one  night 
event  lack  adequate  safeguards  to  prevent  emissions  of  noise,  glare,  dust  and  odor  that 
substantially  interfere  with  the  public  health,  safety  and  welfare  or  the  peaceful  enjoyment  of 
neighboring  property. 

(iv)  The  building,  structure,  or  location  of  the  proposed  one  night  event  does 
not  have  an  adequate  security  plan  as  required  by  this  Section. 
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(f)      An  applicant  whose  application  for  a  permit  has  been  denied  pursuant  to 
this  Section  may  appeal  to  the  Board  of  Permit  Appeals.  The  applicant  is  tuu  required  to 
exhaust  his  or  her  administrative  remedies  before  the  Board  of  Appeals. 

SEC.  1070.1-1.  LICENSE  FEES. 

Every  person  granted  an  extended  hours  premises  permit  by  the  Entertainment  Commission 
under  this  Article  shall  pay  to  the  Tax  Collector  an  annual  license  fee,  payable  in  advance. 

The  license  fee  prescribed  in  this  Section  is  due  and  payable  on  a  calendar  year  basis,  starting 
January  1st  of  each  year.  Fees  for  new  permits  issued  after  the  first  dav  ofJanuar\>  of  a  particular  year 
shall  be  prorated  with  regard  to  the  calendar  year  on  a  monthly  basis.  The  amount  of  the  license  fee 
for  the  2005-2006  fiscal  year  shall  be  as  set  forth  in  Section  2.27  of  this  Code,  and  such  amount  shall 
be  adjusted  for  in  flation  commencing  with  the  2006-2007  fiscal  year,  and  annually  thereafter,  in 
accordance  with  section  2.31  of  this  Code. 

Section  4.  The  San  Francisco  Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code  is  hereby  amended 
by  amending  Sections  1.1,  1.2,  1.3,  1.51,  8.  and  23,  and  by  adding  Sections  249.17,  249.18. 
and  249.19,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  1.1.  AMUSEMENT  PARKS. 

For  the  establishment,  maintenance  and  operation  of  amusement  parks  -  by  the 
Police  Department  Entertainment  Commission . 

SEC.  1.2.  MASQUERADE  BALLS. 

For  the  holding  of  masquerade  balls  -  the  Police  Department  Entertainment 

Commission. 
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SEC.  1.3.  CIRCUSES  OR  WILD  WEST  SHOWS. 

For  the  holding  of  circuses  or  wild  west  shows  -  by  the  Police  Department 
Entertainment  Commission. 

SEC.  1.51.  MOTION  PICTURE  THEATERS,  THEATERS,  PUBLIC  ASSEMBLY 
UNITS,  AND  OPEN-AIR  ASSEMBLY  UNITS. 

For  the  maintenance  of  motion  picture  theaters,  theaters,  and  for  the 
maintenance,  operation  and  use  of  public  assembly  units  and  open-air  assembly  unit  -  by  the 
Fire  Department;  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection;  for  the 
operation  of  motion  picture  theaters,  closed-  circuit  television  theaters,  live  entertainment  in 
theaters  or  any  combination  thereof  -  by  the  Police  Department; /or  the  operation  of  live 
entertainment  in  theaters  -  by  the  Entertainment  Commission . 

SEC.  8.  METHOD  OF  APPEAL  TO  THE  BOARD  OF  APPEALS. 

Except  for  variance  decisions  and  place  of  entertainment,  extended  hours  premises, 
and  loudspeaker  permits  issued  by  the  Entertainment  Commission,  appeals  to  the  Board  of  Appeals 
shall  be  taken  within  15  days  from  the  making  or  entry  of  the  order  or  decision  from  which  the 
appeal  is  taken.  Appeals  of  variance  decisions  shall  be  taken  within  10  days.  Appeals  shall 
be  taken  by  filing  a  notice  of  appeal  with  the  Board  of  Appeals  and  paying  to  said  Board  at 
such  time  a  filing  fee  as  follows: 

(a)     Zoning  Administrator,  Planning  Department,  Director  of  Planning  and 
Planning  Commission. 

(1 )     For  each  appeal  from  the  Zoning  Administrator's  variance  decision  the 
fee  shall  be  $400. 
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(2)      For  each  appeal  from  any  order,  requirement,  decision  or  other 
determination  (other  than  a  variance)  made  by  the  Zoning  Administrator,  the  Planning 
Department  or  Commission  or  the  Director  of  Planning,  including  an  appeal  from  disapproval 
of  a  permit  which  results  from  such  an  action,  the  fee  shall  be  $400. 

(b)  Department  of  Building  Inspection. 

(1 )  For  each  appeal  from  a  Department  of  Building  Inspection  denial, 
conditional  approval  or  granting  of  a  residential  hotel  or  apartment  conversion  permit  the  fee 
shall  be  $350. 

(2)  For  each  appeal  from  the  granting  or  denial  of  a  building  demolition,  or 
other  permit  (other  than  residential  hotel  conversion)  the  fee  shall  be  $100. 

(3)  For  each  appeal  from  the  imposition  of  a  penalty  only  the  fee  shall  be 

$200. 

(c)  Police  Department  and  Entertainmem  Commission. 

(1 )  For  each  appeal  from  the  denial  or  granting  of  a  Police  permit  or  license 
issued  by  the  Police  Department  or  Entertainment  Commission  to  the  owner  or  operator  of  a 
business  the  fee  shall  be  $250;  for  each  such  permit  or  license  issued  to  an  individual 
employed  by  or  working  under  contract  to  a  business,  the  fee  shall  be  $100. 

(2)  For  each  appeal  from  the  revocation  or  suspension  of  a  PoUce  permit  or 
license  issued  by  the  Police  Department  or  Entertainment  Commission  the  fee  shall  be  $250  for  an 
entity  or  individual. 

(d)  Department  of  Public  Works.  For  each  appeal  from  the  decision  of  the 
Director  of  the  Department  of  Public  Works  concerning  street  tree  removal  by  a  City  agency, 
commission,  or  department  the  fee  shall  be  $75. 

(e)  For  each  appeal  from  any  other  order  or  decision  the  fee  shall  be  $200. 
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(f)  For  requests  for  rehearing  under  Section  1 6  of  this  Article  the  fee  shall  be 

$100. 

(g)  For  requests  for  jurisdiction  the  fee  shall  be  $100. 

(h)  An  exemption  from  paying  the  full  fee  specified  in  Subsections  (a),  (b), 
(c),  (d),  (e),  (f),  and  (g)  herein  may  be  granted  upon  the  filing  under  penalty  of  perjury  of  a 
declaration  of  indigency  on  the  form  provided  and  approved  by  the  Board.  All  agencies  of  the 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  are  exempted  from  these  fees. 

Notice  of  appeal  shall  be  in  such  form  as  may  be  provided  by  the  rules  of  the 
Board  of  Appeals. 

On  the  filing  of  any  appeal,  the  Board  of  Appeals  shall  notify  in  writing  the 
department,  board,  commission,  officer  or  other  person  from  whose  action  the  appeal  is  taken 
of  such  appeal.  On  the  filing  of  any  appeal  concerning  a  structural  addition  to  an  existing 
building,  the  Board  of  Appeals  shall  additionally  notify  in  writing  the  property  owners  of 
buildings  immediately  adjacent  to  the  subject  building. 

The  Board  of  Appeals  shall  fix  the  time  and  place  of  hearing,  which  shall  be  not 
less  than  1 0  nor  more  than  45  days  after  the  filing  of  said  appeal,  and  shall  act  thereon  not 
later  than  60  days  after  such  filing  or  a  reasonable  time  thereafter.  In  the  case  of  a  fixed 
pedestal  newsrack  permit,  a  place  of  entertainment  permit  or  an  extended-hours  premises 
permit,  the  Board  of  Appeals  shall  set  the  hearing  not  less  than  1 5  days  after  the  filing  of  said 
appeal,  shall  act  thereon  not  more  than  30  days  after  such  filing,  and  shall  not  entertain  a 
motion  for  rehearing.  With  respect  to  any  decision  of  the  Board  of  Appeals  related  to  any 
"dwelling"  in  which  "protected  class  members"  are  likely  to  reside  (each  as  defined  in 
Administrative  Code  Chapter  87),  the  Board  of  Appeals  shall  comply  with  the  requirements  of 
Administrative  Code  Chapter  87  which  requires,  among  other  things,  that  the  Board  of 
Appeals  not  base  any  decision  regarding  the  development  of  such  units  on  information  which 
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may  be  discriminatory  to  any  member  of  a  "protected  class."  Pending  decision  by  the  Board  of 
Appeals,  the  action  of  such  department,  board,  commission,  officer  or  other  person  from 
which  an  appeal  is  taken,  excluding  (1)  actions  of  revocation  or  suspension  of  permit  by  the 
Director  of  Public  Health  when  determined  by  the  Director  to  be  an  extreme  public  health 
hazard  and  (2)  actions  of  the  Zoning  Administrator  or  Director  of  the  Department  of  Building 
Inspection  stopping  work  under  or  suspending  an  issued  permit,  shall  be  suspended. 

SEC.  23.  ACTION  ON  OTHER  APPLICATIONS. 

All  other  applications  for  the  issuance,  transfer  or  revocation  of  permits  shall  be 
subject  to  action  on  or  issuance  by  the  department  or  office  specified  by  law  or  ordinance; 
provided,  however,  that  those  classes  of  business  or  occupation  required  to  secure  quarterly 
or  other  periodical  permits  from  the  Entenamment  Commission  or  Police,  Health  or  Fire 
Departments,  respectively,  as  provided  by  ordinance  shall,  after  their  onginal  approval  and 
issuance  thereof  by  the  department  concerned,  be  subject  to  issuance  by  the  Tax  Collector 
for  each  successive  period  on  the  application  of  the  person,  firm  or  corporation  conducting 
such  business  or  occupation.  The  Tax  Collector  is  hereby  authorized  to  issue  the  license  for 
the  next  quarter  or  other  period  fixed  by  law  or  ordinance  unless: 

1 .  The  department  issuing  the  permit  files  whtten  objection  with  the  Tax 
Collector  to  such  renewal  or  continuance; 

2.  The  permittee  does  not  have  a  current  business  tax  registration 
certificate,  when  such  business  tax  registration  certificate  is  required  pursuant  to  Scciion  IG03 
of  Part  III  of  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Code  Article  12  of  the  Business  and  Tax  Retaliations  Code. 

In  case  of  any  such  objection  by  the  department  concerned,  or  when  the 
permittee  does  not  have  a  current  business  tax  registration  certificate  when  so  required  by 
Section  1003  of  Part  III  of  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Code  Article  12  of  the  Business  and  Tax 
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Reflations  Code,  the  license  applied  for  shall  not  be  continued  or  renewed  by  the  Tax 
Collector,  and  the  applicant  therefor  must  file  application  with  said  department  for  the  renewal 
or  continuance  of  the  original  permit. 

The  Tax  Collector  shall,  within  45  days  after  the  expiration  of  the  period  covered 
by  any  quarterly  or  other  periodical  permit,  notify  the  department  authorized  to  issue  said 
permit  of  the  failure  of  any  permit  holder  to  apply  for  a  renewal  or  a  continuance  thereof,  and 
shall  likewise  immediately  notify  the  Chief  of  Police  or  Entertainment  Commission,  as  the  case 
may  he,  of  any  delinquency  on  the  part  of  any  permit  holder  in  paying  the  fees  required  by  law 
or  ordinance  for  such  permit. 

Sec.  249. 1 7.  PLACE  OF  ENTERTAINMENT.  Every  person  as  defined  in  Section  6.2-15  of  this 
Code  conducting  business  or  engaging  in  an  activity  for  which  a  place  of  entertainment  permit  is 
required  under  Article  15.  J  of  the  San  Francisco  Police  Code  shall  pay  an  annual  license  fee.  The 
amount  of  the  fee  for  the  2005-2006  fiscal  year  shall  be  as  set  forth  in  Section  2.27  of  the  Police  Code, 
and  such  amount  shall  he  adjusted  for  the  2006-2007  fiscal  year  and  annually  therea  fter  in  accordance 
with  Section  2.31  o  f  the  Police  Code. 

Sec.  249.18.  EXTENDED  HOURS  PREMISES  Every  person  as  defined  in  Section  6.2-15  of 
this  Code  conducting  business  or  engaging  in  an  activity  for  which  an  extended  hours  premises  permit 
is  required  under  Article  15.2  of  the  San  Francisco  Police  Code  shall  pay  an  annual  license  fee.  The 
amount  of  the  license  fee  for  the  2005-2006  fiscal  year  shall  be  as  set  forth  in  Section  2.27  of  the  Police 
Code,  and  such  amount  shall  be  adjusted  for  the  2006-2007 fiscal  year  and  annually  thereafter  in 
accordance  with  section  2.31  of  the  Police  Code. 
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Sec.  249.19.  MECHANICAL  AMUSEMENT  DEVICE.  Every  person  as  defined  in  Section  6.2- 

15  of  this  Code  conducting  himne.s.s  or  ensa^ing  in  an  activity  for  which  a  mechanical  amusement 
device  permit  is  required  under  Article  15  of  the  San  Francisco  Police  Code  shall  pay  an  annual 
license  fee.  The  amount  of  the  license  fee  for  the  2005-2006  fiscal  year  shall  be  as  set  forth  in  Section 
2.27  of  the  Police  Code,  and  such  amount  shall  he  adjusted  for  the  2006-2007  fiscal  year  and  annually 

therea  fter  in  accordance  with  section  2.31  o  f  the  Police  Code. 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


Deputy  City  Attorney 
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City  Hall 
1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlctt  Place 
San  Erancisco,  CA  94102-4689 


Ordinance 


File  Number: 


051027 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  (1)  amending  the  San  Francisco  Police  Code  by  amending  Sections  2.2.  2.9,  2.25,  2.26, 
2.27,  2.31,  43,  43.2,  48  1037.2.  and  adding  Sections  1060.1-1  and  1070.1-1,  to  (i)  increase  the 
application  fees  for  Place  of  Entertainment  permits  and  permits  for  Extended  Hours  Premises,  and 
the  annual  license  fees  for  Places  of  Entertainment  and  Mechanical  Amusement  Devices,  to  defray 
the  City's  annual  costs  of  Entertainment  Commission  operations  attributable  to  such  permitted 
businesses,  (ii)  eliminate  distinctions  between  commercial  and  non-commercial  uses  for  purposes  of 
loudspeaker  permits  (iii)  and  to  make  technical  amendments  and  corrections,  as  specified;  (2) 
amending  the  San  Francisco  Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code  by  amending  Sections  1.1, 1 .2. 1 .3, 
1.51,  8,  and  23,  and  adding  Sections  249.17,  249.18,  and  249.19,  to  make  technical  amendments  and 
corrections  in  conformity  with  the  amendments  to  the  Police  Code;  and  (3)  making  findings  pursuant 
to  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act,  Public  Resources  Code  Section  210B0{b)(8)(A),  that  the 
adjustments  to  the  fees  are  not  a  "project"  and  that  such  fees  are  imposed  for  the  purpose  of  meeting 
operating  expenses  of  the  Entertainment  Commission  and  Police  Department,  including  employee 
wage  rates,  fringe  benefits  and  other  direct  and  indirect  overhead  charges  attributable  to  such 
entertainment-related  permits  and  annual  licenses. 


July  12,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  CONTINUED 


Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsberad,  Ma,  Maxwell, 
McGoIdrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 


July  19,  2005 


Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Amrruano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Ma,  Maxwell, 

McGoIdrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
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Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Ma,  Maxwell,  McGoIdrick, 
Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
Excused:  1  -  Daly 
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FILE  NO. 


051030 


ORDINANCE  NO, 


[Single  Standard  of  Mental  Health  Access  and  Care  ] 

Ordinance  adding  Section  15.23  to  the  Administrative  Code  to  provide  for  single 
standard  of  mental  health  services  access  and  care  for  indigent  and  uninsured  San 
Francisco  residents  and  residents  who  are  Medi-Cal  beneficiaries. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco; 

Section  1.  The  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  adding 
Article  3,  Section  15.23,  to  read  as  follows: 

Sec.  15.23  MENTAL  HEALTH  SER  VICES  FOR  INDIGENT  AND  UNINSURED 

fa)  Findings.  The  City  and  Coimt\'  of  San  Franciscu  is  cummitted  to  proiectins  public  mental 
health  services  for  indigent  and  uninsured  menially  ill  residents  of  San  Francisco.  If  limelv.  effective 
and  coordinated  mental  health  treatment  is  nor  provided  to  indigent  and  uninsured  residents  w  ho  are 
not  seriously  mentally  ill,  those  residents  are  at  risk  of  becoming  seriously  mentally  ill  and  hence 
requiring  more  expensive  and  comprehensive  mental  health  care  from  San  Francisco. 

(h)  Standards.  The  Department  shall  provide  a  single  standard  of  mental  health  ser\ices 
access  and  care  for  indigent  arid  uninsured  residents  of  the  Cir\:  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and 
Medi-Cal  beneficiaries  who  are  residents  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco. 


Note; 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM; 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 
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Ordinance 


File  Number: 


051030 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  adding  Section  15.23  to  the  Administrative  Code  to  provide  for  single  standard  of  mental 
health  services  access  and  care  for  indigent  and  uninsured  San  Francisco  residents  and  residents 
who  are  Medi-Cal  beneficiaries. 


July  12,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Ma,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

July  19,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Ma,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 


CUy  and  County  of  San  Francisco  1  Printed  at  2:05  PM  on  7/20/05 
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Date  Approved 


File  No.  051030 


CUy  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Tails  Report 


2 


Punltd  01  2:0^  rsf  nr,  ■':20.'OS 


1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


As  amended  in  connmittee 
July  6,  2005. 


FILE  NO.  051031 


ORDINANCE  NO. 


[Requiring  additional  reporting  and  recordkeeping  by  residential  hotels  and  authorizing 
additional  inspections.] 

Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  by  amending 
Section  41.9,  to  require  additional  reporting  and  recordkeeping  by  residential  hotels 
and  establishing  additional  inspection  authority  to  ensure  compliance  with  California 
Civil  Code  Section  1940.1. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 

Section  1 .  Findings.  There  is  a  severe  storage  shortage  of  decent,  safe,  sanitary  and 
affordable  rental  housing  in  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  this  shortage  affects 
most  severely  the  elderly,  the  disabled  and  low-income  persons.  Many  elderly,  disabled  and 
low-income  persons  and  households  reside  in  residential  hotel  units.  This  housing 
emergency  exists  and  is  further  exacerbated  by  the  practice  commonly  referred  to  as  "musical 
rooms"  wherein  the  owners  and  managers  of  residential  hotels  require  occupants  to  move,  or 


to  check  out  and  reregister,  before  the  30'*^  day  of  occupancy  in  order  to  deny  them  the 
substantive  tenant  rights  that  apply  after  the  30'^  day  in  violation  of  Civil  Code  Section  1 940. 1 . 
This  unlawful  practice  causes  repeated  disruption  and  dislocation  to  a  disadvantaged  sector 
of  the  population  resulting  in  untold  hardship.  Many  residential  hotel  occupants  report 
sleeping  on  the  streets  or  in  homeless  shelters  during  times  in  which  they  are  forced  out  of  the 
hotel  and  before  they  are  allowed  reoccupancy.  Often,  this  dislocation  results  in  loss  or 
damage  of  what  little  personal  belongings  these  individuals  own.  On  a  larger  scale,  this 
practice  increases  homelessness,  both  in  the  short  and  long-term,  has  a  profound  effect  on 


Note: 


Additions  are  single-underline  iialic.s  Times  New  Roman; 
deletions  are  stnkelhroHgh  italics  Times  Nesv  Roman. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  doubly  underlined. 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  ctrikothrough  normal. 
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low-income,  disabled  and  elderly  tenants,  and  fosters  instability  within  the  community. 
Curtailing  this  unlawful  practice  will  permit  occupants  of  residential  hotels  to  acquire  tenancy 
rights,  not  just  under  State  law,  but  also  under  the  San  Francisco  Residential  Rent 
Stabilization  and  Arbitration  Ordinance,  includes  those  related  to  habitability  and  evictions. 

In  recognition  that  residential  hotels  are  often  a  stopgap  measure  to  many  individuals, 
the  State  Legislature  passed  Assembly  Bill  2867  "to  protect  what  little  stability  and  security 
that  is  affordable  and  available  to  these  downtrodden  members  of  society,"  whose  sole 
alternative  is  often  homelessness.  Assembly  Bill  2867,  in  part,  amended  Civil  Code  Section 
1940.1  to  include  subsection  (c)  which  states:  "Nothing  in  this  section  shall  prevent  a  local 
governing  body  from  establishing  inspection  authority  or  reporting  or  recordkeeping 
requirements  to  ensure  compliance  with  this  section." 

Section  2.  Chapter  41  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  is  hereby  amended 
by  amending  Section  41 .9  to  read  as  follows: 
SEC.  41.9.  RECORDS  OF  USE. 

(a)     Daily  Log.  Each  residential  hotel  shall  maintain  a  daily  log  containing  the  status 
of  each  room,  whether  it  is  occupied  or  vacant,  whether  it  is  used  as  a  residential  unit  or 
tourist  unit      the  name  under  which  each  adult  occupant  is  registered,  and  the  amount  of  rent 
charged.  Each  hotel  shall  also  provide  receipts  to  each  adult  occupant,  and  maintain  copies  of 
receipts,  showing:  the  room  number;  the  name  of  each  adult  occupant;  the  rental  amount  and 
period  paid  for;  and  any  associated  charges  imposed  and  paid,  including  but  not  limited  to 
security  deposits  and  any  tax.  The  daily  log  and  copies  of  rent  receipts  shall  be  available  for 
inspection  pursuant  to  the  provision  of  Section  41 .1 1(c)  of  the  Chapter  upon  demand  by  the 
Director  of  the  Department  of  Building  Inspection  or  the  Director's  designee  or  the  City 
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Attorney's  Office  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday  unless  the 
Director  of  the  Department  of  Building  Inspection  emd  oj:  the  City  Attorney's  Office  reasonably 
believe  that  further  enforcement  efforts  are  necessary  for  specified  residential  hoteis,  in  which 
case  the  Department  of  Building  Inspection  or  the  City  Attorney's  Office  shall  notify  the 
residential  hotel  owner  or  operator  that  the  daily  logs  and  copies  of  rent  receipts  shall  be 
available  for  inspection  between  the  hours  of  9  a.m.  and  7  p.m.  Each  hotel  shall  maintain  the 
daily  logs  and  copies  of  rent  receipts  for  a  period  of  no  less  than  24  months. 

In  addition  to  the  investigative  powers  and  enforcement  mechanisms  prescribed  in  this  Chapter, 
the  City  Attorney's  Office  shall  have  the  authority  to  take  further  investigative  action  and  brine 
additional  enforcement  proceedings  including  the  immediate  filing  of  a  civil  action,  to  address 
violations  of  California  Civil  Code  Section  1940.  J. 

(b)      Weekly  Report.  Following  the  initial  determination,  an  owner  or  operator  of 
residential  units  shall  post  on  each  Monday  before  12  noon  the  following  information 

(1 )  The  number  of  tourist  units  to  which  the  owner  or  operator  is  currently  entitled 
and  the  date  the  certificate  of  use  was  last  issued; 

(2)  The  number  of  guest  rooms  which  were  used  as  tourist  units  each  day  of  the 
preceding  week.  Evidence  of  compliance  with  requirements  imposed  hereunder  shall  be 
preserved  by  the  owner  or  operator  for  a  period  of  not  less  than  two  years  after  each  posting 
is  required  to  be  made.  The  owner  or  operator  shall  permit  the  Director  of  the  Department  of 

/  /  / 
/  /  / 
/    /  / 
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Building  Inspection  or  his  designee  to  inspect  the  hotel  records  and  other  supporting  evidence 
to  determine  the  accuracy  of  the  information  posted. 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRER/^^City  Attorney 

By:  

NELI  N.  PALMA 
Deputy  City  Attorney 


Supervisor  Daly 
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Ordinance 


Sm  Rinciico.  CA  M102-46S9 


File  Number:       051031  Date  Passed: 

Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  by  amending  Section  41 .9,  to  require 
additional  reporting  and  recordl<eeping  by  residential  hotels  and  establishing  additional  inspection 
authority  to  ensure  compliance  with  California  Civil  Code  Section  1 940.1 . 


July  12,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  11  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Ma,  Maxwell 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

July  19,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alloto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Ma.  Maxwell 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin.  Sandoval 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


File  No.  05 103 1  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  July  19,  2005  by 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 
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Amendment  of  the  Whole 

FILE  No.  0^/09^  ^7/19/05  OrdiiKiiKf  No.     /  9^ 

RO  #05038 
SA#38 

[To appropriate  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  bonds  and  the  Water  Enterprise's  Fund  Balance  to 
fund  the  SFPUC  Water  System  Improvement  Program  for  fiscal  year  2005-06  and  the  first  six- 
nnonths  of  fiscal  year  2006-07.] 


Ordinance  appropriating  $153,981,000  for  project  activities  and  SB. 789, 188  for  program 
management  services  of  bond  sales  proceeds,  and  SI  .000,000  of  the  Water  Enterprise's 
Fund  Balance  totaling  $161,770,188  to  fund  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities 
Commission's  (SFPUC)  Water  System  Improvement  Program  for  fiscal  year  2005-06 
and  the  first  six-months  of  fiscal  year  2006-07. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco; 

Section  1 .     Funds  are  hereby  appropriated  for  FY  2005-06  and  for  the  first  six-months  of 

fiscal  year  2006-07  as  follows: 

Department  &  Program 

PUC  -  Water  Department  BCI  Water  Capital  Projects 


SOURCES 

Fund  Detail  Proiect  Debit 
5W-CPF-02A 

800-80399        CUW3000100      Proceeds  from  other  Short-  $153,981,000 

(*WTR5WCP  term  Debt 

F02A) 

800-80399        CUW3920100      Proceeds  from  other  Short-  $6,789,188 

{*WTR5WCP  term  Debt 

F02A) 
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Fund  Detail 

950-9505W 

(UWUWZZZB 

505W) 

USES 

Fund  Detail 

5W-CPF-02A 
(WTRSIPCPF 
02A) 

5W-CPF-02A 
(WTRSIPCPF 
02A) 

5W-CPF-02A 
(WTRSIPCPF 
02A) 

5W-CPF-02A 
(WTRSIPCPF 
02A) 

5W-CPF-02A 
(WTRSIPCPF 
02A) 


Proiect  Debit  Credit 

CUW3920100     ITI  -  FR  5W  Water  $1,000,000 
Department  Funds 


Proiect  Regional  Projects 

CUWSJI  San  Joaquin  Water  System 

Improvement  Projects 

CUWSVI  Sunol  Valley  Water  System 

Improvement  Projects 

CUWBDI  Bay  Division  Water  System 

Improvement  Projects 

CUWPWI  Peninsula  Water  System 

Improvement  Projects 


CUWSFR  San  Francisco  Regional 

Water  System  Improvement 
Projects 
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USES  (Continued) 
Fund  Detail  Project 

5W-CPF-02A  CUWSLR 

(WTRSIPCPF 

02A) 

5W-CPF-02A  CUWSLP 

(WTRSIPCPF 

02A) 

5W-CPF-02A  CUWSLV 

(WTRSIPCPF 

02A) 

5W-CPF-02A  CUWSLM 

(WTRSIPCPF 

02A) 

Fund  Detail  Project 

5W-CPF-02A  CUWEIP 


5W-CPF-02A  CUWSJP 

(WTRSIPCPF 

02A) 


Local  Projects 

San  Francisco  Local 
Resen/oirs 

San  Francisco  Local  Pump 
StationATanks 

San  Francisco  Local 
Pipeline/Valves 

San  Francisco  Local 
Miscellaneous 

Stand  Alone  Projects 

Programmatic 
Environmental  Impact 
** Project  set-up  only,  no 
appropriation  at  this  time. 
San  Joaquin  Pipeline 
System 


$7,626,000 


$22,756,000 


$18,471,000 


$471,000 


$0' 


$4,337,000 
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USES  (Continued) 
Fund  Detail  Project 

5W-CPF-02A  CUWITI 

(WTRSIPCPF 

02A) 

5W-CPF-02A  CUWCDR 

(WTRSIPCPF 

02A) 

5W-CPF-02A  CUWBDP 

(WTRSIPCPF 

02A) 

5W-CPF-02A  CUWCSU 

(WTRSIPCPF 

02A) 

5W-CPF-02A  CUWGWP 

(WTRSIPCPF 

02A) 

5W-CPF-02A  CUWRWP 

(WTRSIPCPF 

02A) 

Fund  Detail  Project 

5W-CPF-02A  CUW392 
(739201  BUD) 
5W-AAA-ACP  CUW392 
(739200BUD) 


Stand  Alone  Projects 

Irvington  Tunnel/Alameda 
Siphons 

Calaveras  Dam 
Replacement 

Bay  Division  Pipeline 
Reliability  Upgrade 

Crystal  Springs/San 
Andreas  Trans  Upgrade 

Groundwater  Projects 
Recycled  Water  Project 

Program  Management 

Program  Management 
Services  Water  System 
Improvement  Program 
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Water  System  Improvement    $161,770,188  $161,770,188 

Program  Total 


PUC  capital  improvements  for  the  Water  System  Improvement  Program  shall  be  budgeted 
and  approved  by  project,  and  may  be  defined  based  on  regional  or  functional  improvements, 
and  may  contain  sub-projects  to  further  define  components  of  capital  improvements. 
Appropriations  to  capital  improvements  shall  be  monitored  and  controlled  by  the  Controller  at 
the  project  level.  The  PUC  is  authorized  to  transfer  funds  within  sub-projects  with  approval  of 
the  Controller.  The  Controller  is  authorized  to  transfer  funding  from  existing  v/ater 
improvement  projects  into  the  Water  System  Improvement  Program.  The  Controller  shall 
report  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  quarterly  on  any  transfers  of  appropriation  authonty 
between  PUC  projects  or  sub-projects  which  would  increase  the  total  appropriation  of  the 
receiving  project  or  allocated  appropriation  of  the  receiving  sub-project  by  more  than  10°o. 

San  Joaquin  Pipeline  System 

Expenditures  for  the  San  Joaquin  Pipeline  System  project  during  fiscal  year  2005-2006  and 
the  first  six-months  of  fiscal  year  2006-07  shall  only  be  for  the  following:  (1 )  Alternative 
analysis,  including  developing  a  water  supply  alternative  for  the  Program  Environmental 
Impact  Report  (PEIR)  that  meets  the  estimated  increase  in  level  of  purchase  from  the  SFPUC 
by  year  2030  from  sustainable  sources  such  as  renev/al  groundwater,  recycling  and 
conservation  and  not  from  the  Tuolumne  River  or  other  surface  water  sources;  (2)  General 
environmental  analysis;  and,  (3)  Developing  a  policy  based  on  scientific  studies  regarding 
Tuolumne  river  and  other  water  releases  to  improve  the  natural  habitat. 
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Sunol  Valley  Water  System  Improvement  Projects 

Funds  from  this  appropriation  will  not  be  allocated  to  the  Alameda  Creek  Fishery 
Enhancement  project.  Any  existing  funds  previously  appropriated  shall  not  be  used  for  further 
design  of  the  Alameda  Creek  Fishery  Enhancement  project  until  the  SFPUC  reviews  and 
approves  a  policy  related  to  flows  and  water  releases. 

Calaveras  Dam  Replacement  Proiect 

$500,000  in  expenditures  for  the  Calaveras  Dam  Replacement  project  during  fiscal  year  2005- 
2006  shall  be  dedicated  for  the  following:  (1)  Studies  of  creek  ecosystems,  fish,  and  other 
watershed  habitat. 


FUNDS  AVAILABLE 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 


EDWARD  M.  HARRINGTON 


Controller 


Signature  on  File 


Deputy  City  Attorney 
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City  Hall 
I  Dr.  CarllOA  B  Goddlcn  Ptare 
San  Fnacuco.CA  94102-4689 


File  Number:       051045  Date  Passed: 

Ordinance  appropriating  $153,981,000  for  project  activities  and  56,789,188  for  progrann  management 
services  of  bond  sales  proceeds,  and  $1,000,000  of  the  Water  Enterprise's  Fund  Balance  totaling 
$161,770,188  to  fund  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission's  (SFPUC)  Wate'  System 
Improvement  Program  for  fiscal  year  2005-06  and  the  first  six-months  of  fiscal  year  2006-07. 


July  19,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  AMENDED,  AN  AMENDMENT  OF  THE  WHOLE 
BEARING  SAME  TITLE 

Ayes:  II  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Ma,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

July  19,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING  AS  AMENDED 

Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano.  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Ma.  Maxwell.  McGoldrick. 
Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
Noes:  1  -  Daly 

July  26,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Ma,  Maxwell,  McGoldrick. 
Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
Excused:  1  -  Daly 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  1  FruucJ  a:  10  2<  \  \f  on  '2'.0.' 


File  No.  05 1045  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  July  26,  2005  by 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 


Date  Approved 
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FILE  NO. 


051133 


ORDINANCE  NO 


111- 


[Repealing  Revolving  Fund  for  Commission  on  the  Status  of  Women  ] 

Ordinance  amending  the  Administrative  Code  by  repealing  Section  1 0.169-1 1  to 
eliminate  the  Commission  on  the  Status  of  Women's  revolving  fund. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  The  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  repealing 
Section  10.169-11  in  its  entirety: 

Section  W.  169  11.  CASH  RE  VOL  VING  FUNDS   COMMISSION  ON  THE  SL 1 TUS  OF 

WOMEN:  $100. 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


Note: 


Amy/S.  Ackerman 
Deputy  City  Attorney 


DOCUMENTS  DEPT. 


Office  of  the  Mayor 
BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS 


SEP  2  0  2005 
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City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Tails 


City  Hall 
1  Dr.  Carlton  B,  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco.  CA  94102-4689 


Ordinance 


File  Number: 


051133 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  amending  the  Administrative  Code  by  repealing  section  10.169-11  to  eliminate  the 
Commission  on  the  Status  of  Women's  revolving  fund. 


July  12,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  CONTINUED 

Ayes:  11  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsberad,  Ma,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

July  19,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Ma,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

July  26,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 


Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Ma,  Maxwell,  McGoldrick, 
Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
Excused:  1  -  Daly 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Printed  at  10:23  AM  on  7/27/05 


File  No.  05 1 133  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSLI)  on  July  26.  2<XJ5  by 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 


Date  Approved 
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Amended  in  Commiccee. 

06/27/05 


FILE  NO.  051135 


ORDINANCE  NO 


[Requiring  City  departments  to  report  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  each  quarter  on  those 
appropriations  items  where  the  department  is  spending  at  a  rate  that  would  exhaust  the 
appropriation  before  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year  ] 

Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  by  adding 
Section  10.19-5,  to  require  City  departments  to  report  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  each 
quarter  on  those  appropriations  items  where  the  department  is  spending  at  a  rate  that 
would  exhaust  the  appropriation  before  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  The  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  adding 
Section  10.19-5,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  10.19-5.  QUARTERLY  REPORT  ON  DEPARTMENTAL  SPENDING.  ! 

Not  later  than  eight  weeks  after  the  end  of  each  of  the  first  three  quarters  of  the  fiscal  rear,  all  \ 
City  departments  shall  submit  a  report  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  ic/cntihing  any  arc(]s.  hy 
appropriations  item,  where  the  department's  rate  of  spending,  if  continued  for  the  rest  of  the  fiscal  year, 
would  exceed  the  total  appropriation  for  the  fiscal  year  for  that  item   The  Budget  Ari^lvst  shall 
review  all  reoorts  submitted  by  a  department  pursuant  to  this  section. 


Note: 


Additions  are  sin,<:!f -under line  italics  Times  :\'ew  Roman; 
deletions  are  sirikeih^trngh  italics  Times  Sew  Roman. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  double  underlined. 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  strikettough  norma  I. 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


CHERYL{/\DAMS 
Deputy  City  Attorney 


Mayor  Newsom 

BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS 
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Tails 


City  Hall 
1  Dt.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 


Ordinance 


File  Number: 


051135 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  by  adding  Section  10.19-5,  to  require 
City  departments  to  report  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  each  quarter  on  those  appropriations  items 
where  the  department  is  spending  at  a  rate  that  would  exhaust  the  appropriation  before  the  end  of  the 
fiscal  year. 


July  12,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  CONTINUED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Ma,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

July  19,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Ma,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

July  26,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 


Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Ma,  Maxwell,  McGoldrick, 
Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
Excused:  1  -  Daly 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Printed  at  10:23  AM  on  7/27/05 


File  No.  05 1 135  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSLD  on  July  26.  2005  hv 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 
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FILE  NO. 


051136 


ORDINANCE  NO. 


[Establishing  the  San  Francisco  City  Services  Preservation  Fund  to  receive  donations  from 
employees  and  private  donors  in  order  to  offset  the  City's  deficit  and  preserve  City  sen/ices.] 

Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  by  adding 
Section  10.100-290,  to  establish  the  San  Francisco  City  Services  Preservation  Fund  to 
receive  donations  from  employees  and  private  donors  in  order  to  offset  the  City's 
deficit  and  preserve  City  services. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco; 
Section  1 .  The  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  adding 
Section  10.100-290,  to  read  as  follows; 

SEC.  lOJOO-290.  SAN  FRANCISCO  CITY  SERVICES  PRESER  \  1  TIP  \  /■(  \J). 

fa)       Establishment  of  Fund.  The  San  Francisco  Cilv  Services  Prcscrxaiinn  I'und  is 
established  as  a  categor}'  five  fund  for  the  purpose  of  receiving  donations  from  employees  and  private 
donors  in  order  to  offset  (he  City 's  deficit  and  preserve  (jtv  services. 

(b)  Use  of  Fund.  All  deposits  into  the  fund  will  he  transferred  into  the  General  Fund  and 
expenditures  from  the  Fund  shall  be  subject  to  the  budgetan'  and  fiscal  provisions  of  the  Charter. 


Note; 
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McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
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FILE  NO.  051137 


Amendment  of  the  Whole 
in  Board 

7/19/05     ORDINANCE  NO. 


[Prohibiting  the  Department  of  Human  Services  from  requiring  biometric  imaging  of  clients, 
unless  required  by  grant  programs,  state  or  federal  law,  or  unless  expressly  authorized  by 
voter  initiative] 


Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  by  adding  Section  20.30, 

to  prohibit  the  Department  of  Human  Services  from  requiring  fingerprint  biometric 

imaging  of  clients,  unless  required  by  grant  programs,  by  state  or  federal  lawj  cy; 

expressly  authorized  bv  voter  initiative^-or-by-t+^e-Gounty  Adult  Assistance  Programs. 

Note:  Additions  are  single-uiuJerline  iuilics  Times  .Ww  Runum; 

deletions  are  strike  through  ilalic!,  TiMc.S'-ryeM^-Rt^mtHi . 
Board  amendment  additions  are  double  undeiJined. 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  stfik 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  The  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  adding 
Section  20.30,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC  20.30,  FINGERPRINT  IMAGING  OF  HUMAN  SERVICES  CUE\TS. 

The  Department  of  Human  Services  shall  not  require  fingerprint  biometrjc  imasins  of  clients 
in  order  to  access  services,  unless  required  bv  State.  Federal,  or  grant  programs,  or  those  required 
expressly  authorized  by  voter  initiative,  or  the  County  Adult  Assi&taf^co  ProqramG  including 

(SSIP),  Cash  Assistance  Linked  to  MediCal  (CALM),  and  General  Assistance  (GA). 
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July  12,  2005  Board  of  Supervisors  —  CONTINUED 

Ayes:  11  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Ma,  Maxwell, 
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Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Ma,  Maxwell,  McGoldrick, 
Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
Excused:  1  -  Daly 
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